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'Yuri' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

>'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Greetings from the Yankee side of the Atlantic!
>'Yuri' wrote:
>>'Lloyd' wrote:
>>>. . ."Spaseebo, tavarich"
>>>(That's "Thank you, comrade", In Russian, I think...
<snip>

Privyet, tovorishch Tsaryevitch!  [Note to Ianthe: get a
Cyrillics capable e-mailer, please ;) ]

Basically, Tsaryevitch literally means "son of Tsar", so
the closest English equivalent (in title, not in language)
would be "prince" (e.g. Prince Charles).  For girls the term
is Tsaryevna, meaning "daughter of Tsar" or "princess".  And
I know I'm not spelling it the same as you, that's not meant
to impugn your nick, I'm just using American-standard
transliteration to convert Cyrillic to Latin alphabets, the
way you spell it is also used.

--

'Moongod' wrote:
>Again, that is category A: for ages 0-2; category B: for
>ages 3-4; category C: for ages 5-9; category D: for ages
>10-11; category E: for ages 12-??. (Maybe I should add
>category X: for those who love little girls of all ages.
>Also, maybe category D should be include some of those 9-YO
>LGs, with puberty having an earlier onset these days.)

I guess I fit in both category D and E.  What do you want to
know?

--

From the press clippings:

>Dame Elizabeth Butler-Sloss, President of the High Court
>Family Division, condemned "facilitated communication" - a
>technique designed to allow children with learning
>disabilities to spell out their thoughts on a keyboard - as
>"dangerous".

Didn't we see this on Law & Order a couple of years ago?  ;)

--

As for the myriad articles on U.S. government surveillance:
let's face it the U.S. _IS_ the surveillance society, and
the UK is not far behind with its RIP bill.  Don't Blair and
Straw know their own history?  It was this type of
over-regulation of the people by the government which
precipitated the downfall of the British Empire, was it not?
If this bill becomes law, the UK will be effectively cut off
from the e-commerce revolution, while Ireland prospers.  So
much for Amazon.co.uk.....

>_Canadian province rules computer game is 'pornography'_

No one takes the BC government seriously anymore, anyway.
The last four premiers (in a row, and of all parties) had to
resign over scandals.  The province is chock-full of
extremists from both the right-wing end and the left-wing
end of the political spectrum.

--

Have yourselves a good holiday.  I too, am going away on
holiday soon, and I will get some time on a beach, hopefully
with a good view.  :) Cheers.

'Yuri'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Pikachu' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Kindred Spirits,

I've been lurking on this list for ages, avidly reading of
your experiences and opinions.  Much of it is like reading
my own diary.  At last I have occasion to contribute.  I
hope to have benefit of your counsel.  I am a Caucasian male
in my mid-thirties.

There was a time, more than 15 years ago, when I fell in
love with a 7 y.o. angel (I was in my late teens.)  She was
the most beautiful creature I had ever seen or have since
seen.  She was intelligent, enthusiastic, and perfect in
every way.  Best of all, she was quite taken with me.  I
joked with my family that she was my 'child-bride'.  We were
inseparable friends for a month before she finally accosted
me.  We then had a continuous and consensual sexual
relationship.  I couldn't degrade our relationship with the
discussion of "What we're doing is a dirty secret.  Please
don't tell anyone..."  I just hoped she knew better, and for
the most part, she did.  (Are you cringing yet?)  It was
another month of our sexual relationship before her school's
principal, a police detective, and her mother (in that
order) learned of our relationship.  Her mother confronted
me about it and I admitted _everything_ ("? And the truth
shall set you free.")  She (her mother) was very sad, very
angry with me; yet by some miracle she decided to block
further investigation.  Naturally, she forbade her daughter
to further associate with me.

Veterans that you are, I can save some virtual ink by
sparing you the description of the 'mind job' they did on the
poor girl.  I think she came even to fear me.  Never did I
lose my love and passion for her, but I had to let it all go
and soon, her family moved away.

Cut to the present: She's all grown up now and is a
successful Hollywood actress.  I recognized here
immediately.  Further investigation (ah, the WONDERS of the
internet) reveals that she and I have a great many interests
in common.  Her list of favorite kinds of music reads like
an inventory of my CD collection.  Our other similarities
are uncanny.  I really think she and I could rekindle our
friendship.  Through the resources of the internet, I have
learned her contact details.

Here are my questions for you:

1) In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
well enough alone?  Considerations:  It is probable that she
has spent the interim in therapy being told that she was
assaulted and used by me and possibly others as well.  After
all this time, she may have forgotten the original
circumstances.  She may indeed have formed a grudge against
me.  She  may have grown to resent that I was never
prosecuted.  She may wish to pursue legal avenues.  Or she
may wish to go public with it in a bid for publicity.  "I
was abused, so now I'm a tortured artist," like Fiona Apple
or Tori Amos.  Although I face these dangers, I have
hopes to befriend her.  I doubt she'll recognize me at
first and I won't reveal the true depth and history of our
shared history until the right time.

2) When should I break our history to her?  (Examples:
After a night of lovemaking, our wedding night, alone with
her on a boat (so she couldn't make a dramatic exit or speak
so others could overhear.))

3) How should I break it to her?  When she was 7, she made
my outgoing announcement for my answering machine.  I still
have the tape.  I could put it back on the machine, let her
call me and see if she recognizes herself.  Or I could
stimulate a conversation on the subject by asking about her
first love (I'm assuming it was me.)

4) How, where, and under what pretext should I (re)meet her?
How should I approach her? (Examples:  Pick her up as a
stranger in a club, arrange to be on the set where she's
filming, call her on the phone, move into her building,
etc.)

5) Am I delusional in thinking I could get involved with
a starlet?  I might have an advantage in that my face may be
vaguely familiar and comfortable to her.  I look much younger
than I am, and I could easily pass for someone her age.  I
think charm, persistence and inside information will win out.

6) Can you think of any historical precedent for my
situation?

7) Can you think of any literature (classical or modern)
that bears relation to my situation?  Any novels, poetry,
movies, etc.  would be gratefully appreciated.  Please tell
me anything that comes to mind, however remote.  I have some
months before I am in place to act on this and I am eager to
thoroughly research my task.

Learned gentlemen, you are my only hope.  There is no one
else in my life with whom I can discuss such matters.  Your
guidance, input and moral support is gratefully appreciated.

Sincerely,

'Pikachu'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris'
-----------------------------------------------------------

Victory!  It happens to be that, in a moment of having
sustained a hit myself, this world-wearied starborne
wanderer laid a torpedo off the enemy's port bow.  Yes, the
ill-treatment from Desiree has only increased, as in today's
example.  With me dressed in a suit, just having returned
home from community volunteer work, Desiree ran out from
behind a hedge hurling rotten sour apples at me.  Fortunately
I dodged all but one.  But after having changed and returned
outside to change my steering wheel cover her brother Jordan
begged me to throw the football around the yard with him.
Of course it wasn't but five minutes later that their mother
called him in to "eat a sandwich."  Upon which he said he
wasn't hungry, and she ordered him in a nasty scream to get
his butt in doors.  But, heh.  We got 'em.  He & I knowing
what was going on exchanged a mutual grin.

Only yesterday Melanie returned from having stayed at her
father's house out of town for a month.  She, Becky & I rode
our bicycles around the apartment complex, purposely making it a
point to ride around where the manager & her friend 'Venom
Lady' were sitting.  After a few laps around the yard, Venom
Lady angrily stormed into her apartment & the manager soon
disappeared as well.  Gee, how do ya like them apples?

--

To 'Philontonus:' I really appreciate the research
information on 'Deviant Behavior' you provided.  It made me
think of the situation in my neighbourhood.  These so-called
moralist right-wing church goers claim that I am a danger to
the children.  But how much more damage is caused by the
hatred & fear that they plant into their hearts of the kids?
Remember the wise words of Yoda, "Fear is the path to the
dark side... fear leads to anger... anger leads to hate..
hate leads to suffering."  Beware the dark side, young ones.

--

To 'The Dreamer:' I told about this in a previous post, but
perhaps not one that you've read.  I had a very
heartbreaking experience among a group of friends in another
town.  I worked in that town & knew them all from a church
congregation there.  At one point I had grown very close to
Chris over the course of about a year.  I confided my
situation to him.  When he sought spiritual advice from one
of the elders, it got out to the other elders.  Unfortunately
one had only been an elder for 3 months & was not accustomed to
handling sensitive matters with discretion.  Because he had
a 10yr old daughter & 13yr old son that I was very good
friends with, he panicked & told his family.  I was soon
ostracised & half of the congregation wouldn't speak to me.
His 13yr old son felt betrayed because he thought that I had
only made friends with them to molest his sister.

Fortunately the sister (Tiffany) was intelligent & discerning
enough to realize the truth.  Although she was frightened by
all the hysteria, I was able to have a good heart-to-heart
conversation with her about my sexual orientation & tell her
that I had no ulterior motives toward her or anyone else.

This was all about a year & a half ago.  Needless to say, I
am still no longer welcome in that congregation.  But I was
able to see her recently in public around the beginning of
the month & have a brief conversation.  It went very
positively.  But believe me, at the time the emotional
collapse I suffered from that situation nearly drove me to
suicide.  I had been 'stabbed in the back' & rejected by a
group of people that I had come to think of as family.  I
also believe my friend D knows.  He's a very intelligent
& non-judgemental person who I have no doubt has figured it
out by now.  I've never had the guts to bring it up in
conversation with him, as he & I do not have a confidante
relationship.  But we have been discussing deeper issues of
our psyche of late, such as our inadequacy complexes, so who
knows?

Hang in the firefight of life for as long as is necessary,
then as what matters passes you by, dream a sweet dream of
that most blissful slumber.

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

>   [ Expect postings, "when you see them", from now until the
>     end of August, when normal service will resume ;) Happy
>     holidays, all! :) ]

Have you got a job as a *schoolteacher*, by any chance, Ianthe? :)

--

>'Moongod' writes:
>
>Here is a quotation from the book "Woman: An Intimate Geography,"
>by Natalie Angier:
<snip>

How well regarded is this work/author, academically?  It
seems rather fanciful with the talk of hypothalamus and
adrenal glands: rather an attempt to justify Freud's
'latency period' of supposed asexuality.  I have always
thought of that as resulting from social pressures causing
sexual feelings to go underground.

>In light of this, it may be unsurprising that some of us
>LGLs (call us category B) are so attracted to girls of 3 or
>4 (how about 2, 1, or less than 1? -- (call their lovers
>category A)).  And it may also be very natural that some of
>us like LGs of 10 and 11 (category D).  Are there any of us
>who prefer LGs of 5, 6, 7, 8, or 9 (category C)?

Yes, I do.

I don't agree that this 'latency period' exists; but even if
it did, there's no reason why this should prevent people
from finding such a group sexually attractive.

>If so, I
>would like to hear from you (and also those in the other
>categories) as to what you think about all this.  It sounds
>like those in category C must have 'a hard row to hoe'.

I don't see why: all the categories are 'illegal' WRT any
activity with the girls.

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Lloyd' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Grrr, missed the post!  So this one will be about two weeks
worth of ramblings... Oh well.  Also be the last post for a
couple of weeks, as I'm running off to a small southern
European island.  (And before people start to get the wrong
idea about me, NO, it's not Ibiza or somewhere trendy like
that! ;-))

Greetings, fellow girl-lovers.  First some replies to posts,
then whatever else I decide to clutter the list with this
week.

'Tsarevitch' wrote (about seeing a psychologist):
>Probably end up blaming your father
>for having molested you, whether he did it or not.  Besides,
>do you want to lose your gl status?  A shrink would not
>accept you remaining as a paedophile.  You must be to get
>rid of that part of your personality that makes you and
>individual and try to join the rest of Normal Society.

I'd have to agree with this one. I'm not saying people shouldn't seek out
"expert help", if that's what they want to do. And I'm sure that some
counselling (as in discussing your feelings, rather than looking for a
"cure" with psycho-analysis) is very helpful. But, as Tsarevitch says, the
purpose of psychiatric help and so on is to make people into a "healthy
well-adjusted adult". It's a symptom of the drive for conformity in our
society. This is also the idea that child development is based on - that
there is an ultimate "goal" to be achieved in adulthood, to be "normal".
That's why childhood sexuality is seen as "bad", because you won't be a
"healthy well-adjusted adult" if you have sexual desires as a child. (I
think you can blame Freud for that...)

--

Stephen wrote:
>How do I sign up for the Lloyd Fanclub?

Send 15 sterling and a self addressed envelope to "first star on the right.
 straight on 'till morning". The subscription lasts for one year, and you
will receive a signed photograph of me (Pixellated to protect the innocent
- well, _semi_-innocent), a "Closet Paedophile" badge, a dirty mac, and
a voucher for a free beating at the hands of neo-fascist extremists. ;-)
Thanks for the encouragement, though, I really appreciate it.

--

>there seems to be a
>trend to dress LGs in a sexy way,  but God help anyone who openly
>acknowledges this.  It's so weird.  This is Hypocrisy with a capital
>H.

Yup, definitely. Hypocrisy seems to be the general way of things at the
minute.

--

True wrote:
>Do they let gays get married in the UK?

No. Though the recently-elected mayor of London does want to introduce this.
It sounds like it would be similar to what you have in Vermont. That is, it
would not exactly be marriage, but just a recognition of the men's (or
women's, I guess) relationship. It would not be a religious ceremony
(Obviously - as homosexuality is a sin, or whatever), and also it would not
confer the same legal benefits as a heterosexual marriage (on things like
life insurance and tax, I suppose.)

>Are they as paranoid about GL'S there as they are in the
>US?

Yes. Well, I imagine so. As I have no experience in the US I couldn't say if
we are a little more or less paranoid, but I think the sentiments are
probably the same. We have a "paedophile register" over here, in which all
convicted paedophile's details are kept, and their whereabouts known.

--

Yuri wrote (about a question on sex with an underage girl I put to a sexual
advice organisation):

>Despite the irony, have you considered that maybe they chose not to answer
>because they knew the truth: consensual sex with someone who is mature
>enough to make that decision isn't bad?

That's a possibility, I suppose, though somehow I doubt it. Maybe I'm just
too cynical. I think that if they thought like you said, they would have
answered my question. The thing is, anyway, that like I said before, the
fact that they didn't give _any_ answer was a bad thing. I would have been
more satisfied if they had even written a "You are an evil man" response.
But anyway, my question was more a test, to see what they would do than an
actual desire to have it answered. And they chose to ignore it.

>Why didn't your father let you go? (To France)

Couple of reasons. One is simply a practical consideration - I would make a
group of 8 people, the car seats less. The other is that I'm supposed to be
getting (and need to get) a job for over the summer. I will be able to go,
though I'll have to make my own way there, so I may well do that.

>You mentioned that you like dark hair and blue eyes.  What do you think of
>Georgina Sherrington who plays Mildred Hubble on the Worst Witch?

Not seen that film for _years_. (Are we thinking of the same one? Tim Curry
as the chief warlock, and Angelica Huston - I think - as Miss Hardbroom?) I
always liked that film. I may have to watch it again...

--

Couple of film suggestions now. I watched "Pretty Baby" the other night.
That was good. The film in itself was good - set in a New Orleans
whorehouse, it was really well shot, with a great ragtime soundtrack. It
also starred Brooke Shields at the age of twelve, and she was simply
stunning. Several naked or semi-naked shots of her, too, as if her beauty
were not enough on its own. What's more, the film even featured a
(relatively) sympathetic portrayal of a paedophile. A clear distinction was
made between him, who cared for young Brooke, and the clients who were
bidding to deflower her.

Second one is "Practical Magic". The film is alright, quite fun as a piece
of entertainment. But it does feature a couple of very attractive lgs. A
_really_ nice redhead, about ten/eleven years old. Also there was one point
in the film that made me _melt_. "Nicole Kidman as a young girl" (that is,
the character that Nicole Kidman played) was dressed as an angel, and being
painted whilst crouching down. The gown she was wearing rode up just over
her knees, and her posture and everything was just perfect. A real vision of
beauty.

--

Gaaargh! Looked up Brooke Shields, and ended up on the Internet Movie
Database site. Checked the entry for "Pretty Baby" there, and the _only_
thing written about it was a visitor's comment. Which ran as follows:

Brooke Shields is 13 years old in this movie and you can see her full
frontal and rear nudity. Legal? I don't know but it is disturbing.....
Was this made in America? Stupid pedophiles.....

Can anyone say "Narrow minded"? Jesus Christ, I could trash the person
(who, unsurprisingly, remained anonymous) who wrote that. It _completely_
undermines the film, which I thought was very good. It makes it sound as
though it is nothing more than a porno flick. I don't know if this guy (or
gal) saw a different version to me, but as far as I recall, there was no
_full_ frontal nudity in it. The only time she was seen fully frontal in the
nude she was covering herself with her hand. And as for "disturbing", it's
not half as disturbing as the person who wrote this. Let's analyse what he
wrote, shall we? The one thing that sticks most clearly in his mind about
the film is that you get a few glances of a naked lg. Is he somewhat
preoccupied with this, do you think? He then _automatically_ links child
nudity with paedophilia - he sexualises the child. As far as I remember, the
only times when you see her naked in the film are in innocent moments
(having a bath, for example), rather than seeing her naked with a man or
whatever. Then there is that classic line (And I am sorry if I offend any
Americans when I say this) "Was this made in America?" What the fuck does he
mean by that? "It's fine for foreign countries to make paedophilic films?"
"That sort of thing doesn't go on over here?" I don't know.

I think the most worrying thing, though, is that this person actually _posted_
this. I take it he didn't like the film, yet he took the effort to find an
internet site on it, so that he could slag it off. And he doesn't even attack
the film itself, but just the fact that paedophiles may have been involved, or
may like it, or something. He doesn't give _any_ real opinions at all. Is it
just me, or does this seem really perverse? God, it irritated me _so_ much.

--

Watched another "Generation Sex" programme the other day. This one was on
the history of sex education, and was pretty good. I think that it was Hugh
Laurie narrating, which made it quite entertaining. Lots of old sex
education videos (for anyone who watches Harry Enfield, think Mr
Chomondley-Warner, for everyone else, think old '50s B&W public-information
films, with precisely-enunciated English accents), which were often amusing.

One thing that was _very_ interesting, though, was that in these old films,
they showed only the genitalia of children, rather than of adults. Presumably
this was because it was seen as less offensive, as children were not thought
of as sexualised, while to show developed adult genitalia would be deemed
"wrong". A complete change from the stance that would be taken today.

Following on that train of thought, isn't it interesting, the view that our
society has on child nudity? Look at it like this - our society wants to
deny child sexuality. Now, their banning/censoring/disapproval of child
nudity is no doubt seen as one way of doing this. However, by interpreting
child nudity in sexual terms, they are sexualising the child. They are
therefore _acknowledging_ the child as a sexual being. Of course, I, like
the majority of people here, deplore abusive/exploitative child nudity and
pornography and want to see laws against it. But for people to see _all_
child nudity as being wrong, shows that they must view nude children in a
sexual way. I would say the vast majority of people would not view
(artistic) nude pictures of adults as "immoral". So why are children seen
differently? I think this is a definite case where people are saying
"Children are sexual beings, but they shouldn't be _allowed_ to be." I don't
know. What does anyone else think? This is pretty much what Freud's theories
were built on, isn't it? (Misquoting famous thinkers of whom I know very
little is a hobby of mine...)

--

Saw a really cute girl the other day. Probably about 8 or 9. She was sitting
at a table across from me in a coffee shop. I've heard people described that
way before, but never actually seen it - her eyes literally sparkled. She
seemed really happy, and I got a warm glow just watching her. I think I may
have even got a smile out of her - I was definitely smiling at her, and she
was smiling in my general direction. But that said, she was smiling anyway.

--

Now onto the "new material".

Ex Astris wrote:
>On the whole subject of parents dressing their lg's up in
>skimpy little outfits, I have a comment or two.  My mother
>has interestingly been saying for years the same things I
>read on this list.

Ditto here. A lot of my stuff is plagiarised from my mum. ;-)
Though without the "paedophilic undertones" angle.

>Not too long ago a friend (Kira) who
>is 11 wore a very beautiful dress which accented her
>developing body in ways that made me dizzy for hours.  When
>I told her how beautiful she looked in that dress was & why,
>her father became a little indignant.

Don't know if I mis-read this part, but I can sort of understand why the
father might be a little indignant if you said you like her in that dress
because it accentuated her developing body. _I_ don't think it's wrong,
obviously. (Hey, if I thought it was wrong to admire a girl's developing
body, I'd be in the wrong list right now!) But it's the differentiation
between saying that she looks pretty, which I don't think any parent would
get too uptight about, and commenting on her body, which carries more sexual
overtones. I think his indignation could be due to a couple of things - the
suspicion of paedophilia ("Hang on a second, this bloke is looking at my 11
year old daughter's tits!"), but also that feeling of wanting her to remain
a little girl, and not be developing. Or something like that.  Possibly. But
like your mother said "If they're going to let their daughter dress like
that, they've got to expect people to look." And look we will... ;-)

--

The Dreamer wrote:
>I don't really know where to start but I guess one of the
>reasons I started posting is to show my feelings to others.
>I always have trouble showing my feelings to others

Did I write this and Ianthe post it under the wrong name? ;-) Definitely
sounds like it could be me...

>When I was still in school and my classmates where talking about girls and
>getting their
>first dates I always had to make excuses as to why I had no
>girlfriend yet

Sounds familiar too. (Although nobody even bothered to ask why I didn't have
a girlfriend. Kind of depressing, really...)

>Some of my friends probably think I'm gay or
>something

Got that, too. Accusations/insinuations were flying about when I was about
13/14. Although that was probably due to several things, like the fact I
didn't have any interest in sport and other "manly" pursuits, that I liked
acting, etc., etc.

>I thought about it some times to tell one of my best friend,
>but every time I try to build up courage to do it the
>situation just isn't there.

Yeah, those feelings too. Difficult to find the right time - I mean, when
_is_ the right time to say "Hi! How are you? Do anything interesting over
the weekend? I like to get into heavy petting with little girls." Well,
probably finding a slightly better way of wording it would be at the top
of the list. But to cut a long story short, anyway, it definitely sounds
like we've shared very similar experiences, as I imagine many others have.
Good to know you're not the only one, isn't it?

--

Tsarevitch wrote:
>Would they ever do this in the US?  Not!  I don't think so! (about a
>questionnaire on child sexual development)

Well, according to the programme, they did live studies over your side of
the pond! I wonder how you get to apply for the job...

>Could you get a copy of the survey and scan it onto the net?
>Pretty please! With sugar and a cherry on top!

I doubt it _very_ much - I'd have no idea where to go. Unless any parents
out there got sent one. And the pictures were just biology text book style
line drawings - nothing that exciting! I'd love to be able to help you,
though, as I'd do almost anything for a cherry! (Sorry, but it was just too
tempting to pass up ;-))

--

Yuri wrote:

>"The majority of Africans are uncircumcised,
>the majority of Americans are, there is more AIDS in Africa,
>so you have a greater chance of catching AIDS if you are
>uncircumcised" (someone forgot the condoms and literacy?). (Note: a quote,
>not his own views!)

Also bubonic plague. No, really! Apparently countries which suffered from a
past outbreak of bubonic plague have a higher resistance to AIDS.  Strange
but true...

--

>Llyod wrote:
>>News story today in the paper about a young girl (15 years
>>old) who was studying at university and has disappeared.
>>Yes, that's right - 15 years old and at University
><snip>
>>She's apparently disappeared with some bloke she met over the
>>internet, although no-one's sure quite what happened.  I
>>must admit, I think she's probably done a runner, and I'm
>>not that surprised.  Imagine the pressure she must be under.
><snip>
>>Forced them to do things they are not ready for (Hands up
>>those of you who think you can see where this is leading...)
>>Isn't this sort of thing potentially damaging?

>While I agree with what you are saying in general, have you
>considered the possibility that the opposite conclusion
>might be true in this particular case: that she was mature
>enough for University (despite her mother's opinion) and has
>made a valid choice about her sex life?  That she has met a
>man whom she loves (or at least likes) and who loves her?

Yes, I agree with you. Sorry if I didn't make myself clear. I think that
this girl probably _did_ make an informed decision, even though her father
claims she was "brainwashed by a cult". (Hmmm, yes, that's, er, likely...) I
was just trying to make the point that if her parents _didn't_ think she was
ready, they shouldn't have sent her there, and if they _did_ think she was
ready, they shouldn't be surprised if she does something they don't agree
with. They can't expect her to be "mature" in some ways and "immature" in
others. (If that makes sense.) It's not up to them to pick and choose what
she's ready for and what she isn't.

>How old were the triplets?  And where did the fit on the breast scale?

Eight. I can't remember _exactly_ how developed their breasts were. Not
much, but then they were not completely devoid of any shape there, if you
know what I mean.

>Ton franais est trs bien aussi.  Tu l'as appris  l'cole?  Je
>suis fancophone.  (for our non-francophones: Your
>french is very good as well [as your Russian].  Did you
>learn it in school?  I am a francophone too)

Yes, I did French but it was never much past a basic level in the first
place. My Russian is literally limited to a handful of words. (Namely
"hello", "goodbye", "comrade", "thankyou", and "where is the vodka?". Though
that last one is the only one I'll ever need...).

--

In response to Moongod, I'd have to say that I'm a D and E man, with
occasional attractions to Cs. But really anything much below 5 and I tend to
lose interest completely. I don't know why, particularly, but maybe it's the
slightly androgynous (is that the word I mean?) quality at that age. And the
fact I'm just not a great fan of very young children anyway.

--

Lots of old pictures of my sister have emerged recently, and I have to
admit, she's really pretty, and very photogenic. Like I've said before, I
don't feel anything towards her that could wind up with me featuring in "The
Deliverance 2", but she is very pretty, and these pictures of her growing up
just go to show it.

--

Went to the sports day at a primary school the other day, as some relatives
are there. Unfortunately it was almost as devoid of talent (of
the female persuasion, rather than sporting talent) as when I was there.
That's a little unfair, perhaps, and there were some very pretty young
things. One in particular who blew my mind completely. She was in the top
year, which would make her 10/11. Intensely beautiful face, with delicate
features. Tall for her age - about the tallest there - and thin. First signs
of breasts just rubbing against the white cotton T-shirt she was wearing.
<Sigh> I am going to offer my services to assist on a school trip later in
the week. I'll let you know about that when (if) it happens.

--

Watched "Lawn Dogs" the other night, as recommended by Dalderious some weeks
back. It is a great film, really, really good. Mischa Barton is _incredibly_
beautiful, and a very fine actress. The film is really good too, and it's
definitely one I'd recommend as a "paedo" film that you could watch with
"normal" people! That is to say, I'd feel a little uncomfortable about
watching something like "Pretty Baby" with other people, just because the
child nudity/sexuality is _very_ prevalent, and the focus of the film.

Lawn Dogs is very similar to "Leon" in that the relationship between the man
and the girl is a friendship thing. And the character of Devon (not the
English county) is, like Mathilda in "Leon", somewhat of a "fille fatale".
I thought it was really good in that it combated the idea of "childhood
innocence", at least in terms of ignorance. Devon is surrounded by sex, and
clearly knows what is going on. She walks in on her mother receiving
cunnilingus, watches for a bit, then walks out and laughs. I think that says
it all, really. Tackles the hypocrisy angle nicely, too. Her mother is
having an affair with one of the local neighbourhood boys (about 18, I
think), yet is outraged when an older man takes an interest in her daughter.

Great film. Watch it.

--

Got back from the school outing. It was a trip to the coast, with the older
children (9-11) going on a long walk, while the younger children (5-8)
went to the beach. I was hoping to be assigned to the older group, for a
couple of reasons. I like walking, I didn't particularly relish the idea of
being on the beach, and my little inamorata (see above, the sports day
story) would be in the older group. My face almost fell when I found out
that I would be with the younger group. But that was all to change. Yes, I
can now say that I am a group D, E _and_ C gl! Spending a whole day in the
presence of the little sweethearts has made me appreciate them a lot more.

I was sitting behind one girl of about six on the way there, and she was the
epitome of little girl cute. She had curly blonde hair, a little upturned
nose, freckles. I mean, her nose even wrinkled when she smiled, goddamnit!
How could anyone _not_ melt in her presence? It was fun on the beach,
watching them build sandcastles and everything. Seeing them so engrossed was
really touching. And speaking of touching - one girl had been sitting down
in the sand, and as a result was rather sandy. One of the women who was
supervising rubbed the sand off of her pert little buttocks! I was so
jealous - I thought of volunteering that service for helping any other
girls, but thought better of it.

Saw another girl on the beach, who was older, probably 12-13, though difficult
to say. She was there with her dad (or possibly one lucky bar steward of a
gl, who knows? ;-)). She was also making sandcastles, and it just seemed
really sweet. By that age, I would have expected her to just be sun-bathing
or whatever, but there she was, building sandcastles on her own. Again, the
desire to approach her, tempered by the 101 good reasons not to. Such as the
fact that I was in Responsible Adult mode, so couldn't _really_ go off to
chat up women, that it is probably somewhat unnerving to have someone turn
up out of the blue and say "Hello little girl, are you having fun?", and
that her dad was sunbathing about three feet away from her, and would
probably not be impressed. Everyone was pretty close together on the beach,
but there was one seven year-old girl who kept walking out past the group,
collecting shells. I noticed her do this once or twice, and she was getting
quite far off. This is where my Responsible Adult Mode kicked in. I thought
it was probably not a good idea for her to be wandering off too far on her
own - I'm nothing if not paranoid. But on the other hand, I didn't
think it was right to stop her. So I walked out with her, not actually
walking _with_ her as such, but keeping close. I let her know I was there -
I asked her what she was doing - so that she didn't think there was a
strange man following her, but apart from that I left her to herself. I
collected a few shells for her, but kept my distance a little and watched
her. While doing this, I was thinking about what's been said about
innocence, ignorance, and all that kind of thing. And I think that where I
would agree with the common definition is that children can be somewhat naive.
I don't mean this in a bad way, but rather in a good way. We got quite far
away from the group, with her being small, she was probably not visible to
them, and was definitely out of earshot. I was thinking how easy it would be
for somebody to grab her, yet she obviously wasn't thinking about it at all.
This can, of course, be dangerous, but I think it is also such a sweet
thing.  I think that we can be too concerned (by we I mean as in a society)
about dangers, believing that every bush holds a murderer or rapist, yet the
thought didn't even cross the mind of this girl. That's why I didn't want to
tell her to stay by the others, or to be right on her tail - after all, what
right did I have to steal her innocence? It would not have been fair for me
to make her too scared to do her own thing, by telling her she could get
raped and killed. She had the chance to be independent, yet I could still
watch to make sure that she was safe, and I think that that is a lot more
healthy than depriving her of her freedom.

Plus, while following her, I got the chance to give the 13 year old a closer
look as I walked past... ;-) At the end of the day, several of the girls
removed their trousers/shorts/skirts as they had got wet and/or sandy.
There was a very sweet (as well as arousing) element, as these girls were
perfectly happy and free to walk around wearing only their t-Shirts and
knickers. I wasn't complaining.

Couple more nice moments in the coach on the way back. There was a
little girl sitting with a woman, unfortunately the girl was in the
window seat, so I didn't get a very good view. However, at one point I
glanced over there, and she must have been adjusting herself to make herself
more comfortable. Whatever the reason, though, I saw her standing up pulling
up her trousers. I caught quick glimpse of her knickers, and I'd _swear_
that they could be classified as lingerie! I kid you not. Like I said, I
only had a quick flash, but I'm almost positive that she was wearing
something black and lacy. A six year old girl! What's more, she grinned at
me when she noticed that I'd noticed her. And then there was the girl in
front of me. A different one than earlier. She was probably five, with
yellowy-blonde hair in a little bob. Her eyes were a kind of slate-blue, and
she had a pretty smile. She had those really tiny, perfect, milky-white
teeth. Throughout the journey, she would look back between the seats at me,
and I would give her a smile. (Well, I didn't really have much choice - I
couldn't have stopped myself smiling even if I'd wanted to!) By the end of
the journey, she was kind of hiding behind the seat and peeking through the
gap (in a playful way - I hadn't scared her _that_ much!), smiling her
perfect little smile. Got back to the school and I saw my sports-day girl.
She is so beautiful - kind of reminded me of Mischa Barton. (although I
don't know if that's just because I've got Mischa imprinted on my brain...)
I wouldn't say that she necessarily looks like her, but she shares the same
kind of beauty, if you know what I mean. Well, all in all, it was a really
great day.

Oh, but prepare for irony of the week - my dad dropped me off at the
school, and saw the work-experience girl. She's 15 years old, and quite
pretty, though not really the sort I'd go for. Anyway, my dad saw her, and
said "Ah, so that's why you volunteered to come on this trip, was it?" Hehe,
right reason, though out by about ten years! Actually, I must admit, it was
funny to see an eight year old boy with an obvious (to me, anyway) crush on
her. He was doing the classic things of teasing her, and saying things like
"Quick, run away from her!" He was one of my charges, in fact. I could see
that he was interested in the girls, actually, to an extent that I didn't
notice in any of the other boys there. I should have told him to go for it
with on of the girls his age who he also obviously had a crush on (and who,
if I'm not mistaken, reciprocated the feeling - she said she hated him,
which is a pretty good sign at eight!). I could have asked him to find out
if she had a friend...

--

Well, that's me finished for now. I guess I'll see you all again in a couple
of weeks time, though I don't know how you'll cope without me... ;-)

'LLoyd'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Spike' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

>In light of this, it may be unsurprising that some of us
>LGLs (call us category B) are so attracted to girls of 3 or
>4 (how about 2, 1, or less than 1?  -- (call their lovers
>category A)).  And it may also be very natural that some of
>us like LGs of 10 and 11 (category D).  Are there any of us
>who prefer LGs of 5, 6, 7, 8, or 9 (category C)?  If so, I
>would like to hear from you (and also those in the other
>categories) as to what you think about all this.  It sounds
>like those in category C must have 'a hard row to hoe'

My Response:

I guess I would be in category C and D, as I like girls
6-12..though I consider 5 and 13-16 yr olds.  I don't know
about the tests or anything like that, all I know is by
experience, and I can tell you, that 6-12 yr olds are very
sexually curious, and every bit sexual as a grown woman is.
They may not act as a grown woman, as they have been
"Taught" about social standings, but lg's are definitely
sexual beings... not a doubt in my mind...

Anyways... how goes the people on this list?  Me?  Glad you
asked!  LOL

I'm doing fine... but... a relative was arrested on the charge
of "Statutory Rape"... but when they got the girl, who was
12, to the hospital and checked her out, she was still a
virgin.  The doctor told the parents that her cervix was
only about 1" or so, which is normal for her age.  He said
according to the tests that he ran, and according to the
stretching of the cervix, she hasn't so much as masturbated.
When she went to the psychologists, and psychologists asked
her about sex, she said that's when "a man gets on top of
you kisses you".

This is what happened.  My relative who is in his twenties,
and has a 3 yr old girl, had a 12 yr old come over to his house
to help out watching his daughter.  After she helped him out for
a few hours, he gave her $10 and a kiss... on the cheek!  She went
home and told her parents that she 'had sex' with my relative.

Without so much as a call, or even checking her out, the
parents called the police, he was picked up 1 hour later at
his house.  Obviously confused, he called me to make bail.
I made it and came to pick him up and ask him what
happened... I thought I would be picked up before he would be!

The parents apologized profusely, but my relative isn't
buying... he's suing for "defamation of character" and
"police harassment" and "Wrongful arrest charges" he's suing
the parents for millions, and he's suing the county in
which he lives for millions more for arresting him without
checking out the story.

I'll let you know how everything turns out.

--

Megan and Kristie is doing wonderful, Megan and her dad and
I just got back from a trip round the tourist-traps of the
southern USA. Very nice trip, though she did get a cold by
staying overnight in a canyon, but got over quickly when we
left for a huge theme park... It was fun, but there is no
place like home... you know?

'Spike'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Frans' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'The Dreamer' wrote:
>I can't remember reading a post where somebody told their
>relatives where they responded very negative, it seems most
>are just surprised and try to accept it.

All my relatives (daughter, brothers, sisters, former foster
son,) reacted positively.  Contacts are better since I do
not have to hide something for them.

'Frans'
------------------------------------------------------------





'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Here are some films on UK TV in the coming week that might
interest girl-lovers, including three with Hayley Mills (at
various ages).

Wednesday 2 August, 10.35am - 12.20am ITV (Carlton and
others)

SKY WEST AND CROOKED (1966, UK) Stars Hayley Mills as a
retarded 17-year-old girl who experiences the first pangs of
love.  - 'Sir A.J.'

Thursday 3 August, 11.00am - 12.45pm BBC2

TIGER BAY (1959, UK) Hayley Mills made her stunning screen
debut in this tense drama with her dad, John Mills, as a
police inspector hunting a murdering sailor played by Horst
Buchholz.  Gillie, the young girl, bonds with the killer and
uses all her 11-year-old wiles to try to protect him.
Filmed in Cardiff, Wales, in gritty black and white.  - 'Sir
A.J.'

Friday 4 August, 11.00am - 12.35pm BBC2

WHISTLE DOWN THE WIND (1961, UK) Drama starring Hayley Mills
as one of three youngsters on a Lancashire farm who discover
a man hidden in their barn and believe that he is Jesus
Christ.

Friday 4 August, 3.25am - 5.05am (i.e. early Saturday) C4

The NANNY (1965, UK, Dir: Seth Holt) Screenplay by Jimmy
Sangster from a novel by Evelyn Piper.  After his sister
drowns, a boy is sent to a home for disturbed kids.  Two
years later he returns to have it out with the sinister
nanny (Bette Davis to the max).  Pamela Franklin as the girl
next door.  Music by Richard Rodney Bennett.  - 'Quilty'

'Bandersnatch'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

I visited a worker-owned sex shop the other day. Apparently
they consider themselves "sex positive" with a focus on sexuality
education, and I think it's interesting that the founder of
the store allegedly has plans to instigate "a book exploring
sexual relationships between adults and children from the
point of view of adult contributors who had sexual experiences
with adults when they were children."

The location I visited had several books, including a few
about children, or for children.  They didn't have anything
especially worth reading though, which is why I'm writing to
the list.  Maybe someone on this list could recommend a
worth-while book or two for them to carry on the subject of
child love.

'Flickorna'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Arktoi' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

To the phase of the New Moon, folk culture attributed 'the
Maiden' - Artemis.  She is ever-virgin (meaning one-in-herself,
belonging to no man).  In Artemis' realm wild animals roam
free.  The virgin forest is a fruitful place that has
multiplied without the hand of man.  Contrast this abundant
wildness to the orderly rows of trees imposed by any
country's Forestry Commission!  The Moon Goddess Artemis was
the protectress of the young and especially of young women.

In ancient Greece, girl-children of 9-12 years of age who
were called to the cult of the Goddess Artemis were called
the "arktoi," the bear-cubs of Artemis.  This period apart
from the world allowed them a time and place of protection
under the mantle of the goddess where they were able to
learn skills such as hunting and to fend for themselves.
Deep within the woods they danced the dance of emerging
animal life, as do rabbits when they dance in the
moonlight.)

--

It grieves me to see that this cruel world, which condemns
us for doing what comes naturally, has driven some of my
brothers and sisters to contemplate suicide.  I, too, have
thought about escaping this life, but one thing that
dissuades me is the possibility of an even worse afterlife,
if there is such a thing as an afterlife.  In any case,
where there's life there's hope, eh?  This life is like a
roller coaster, with ups and downs.  It is unpredictable, as
we never know when a beautiful moment may be lurking right
around the corner, something we wouldn't want to miss.

We must also learn to see ourselves as a movement working
for a better world.  Any one of us may not see much
improvement in his or her own lifetime, but we must think in
the longer term.  It may take many lifetimes, even
centuries, but if we stick with it, we can change the world.
We are a small minority, though not as small as many of us
think, and we cannot afford to lose one brother or sister
from among us.  Hang in there, people.  And if you are
having trouble with the law enforcement personnel, or fear
it might happen, get yourself a good criminal lawyer.  We
should all work together on compiling a list of such
attorneys.  It might be easier than you imagine to beat the
case the state has built against you.  If you have played
your cards right, there should not be enough evidence to
prove your guilt of anything beyond a 'shadow of doubt' - so at
least you may not have to go to jail.

Caution: If you get a lawyer, you may want to deny that you
did whatever you are accused of - because some lawyers, as I
understand it, will refuse to defend you if you admit you are
really guilty. They are officers of the court, and as such,
they may feel it is 'their duty' to sell you down the river if
they believe in your guilt.  A little white lie might save
you a lot of suffering if I am correct in this.

'Arktoi'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Xalex'
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:

>This book is by Yul Duersted, published by Grove Press in
>1974.  I happen to own a copy.  Undoubtedly most rare -
>kind >of like saying you own a copy of "Show  Me".  "Green
>Fruit" >is out of print and it is unlikely that a book like
>this >will show up in book stores in our lifetimes...

Can I have a permission to use your post about Yul
Duersted's "Green Fruit" as a book review on my web site?

'Xalex'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Gentle Ben' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Easy Rider' (and, ALL),

Once before you beautifully taught how to anticipate the
pain of Growth.  But you never, even in your latest
revelation [Friend, Mom, and LG] painted the fear; that I
would like to relate here.

The eleven-year-old has "Sprinted".  A deplorable term!  In
months she has become a 5'2" little woman!  I can no longer
'fantasy' her, as I had.  This lg with 'wads of paper', even
in earlier posts on this Board.  are now bordering bodacious.

Worst, (alas, can such a term exist), my feelings border on
Lust, where only Love, Tenderness, 'accidental' glimpse' now
and again. the DOM is trying to dominate, and I am not
completely happy.  There are no longer mixed emotions,
rather depression and admissions.

Fortunately, my 'sister-in-law' has care of a very
precocious 11 year old, and has confided in me that the LL
was caught "Kissing her little sister's bottom!"; and they
have to separate their living arrangements, at night time.

So I shall put some of that pain into positive energy, and
although I have seen this little person's attitude erupt
before, over the last few years that, along with her
tantrums could indicate prior Abuse.  That is a delicate
issue because first one has to deal with the Damage caused
by an Invasive Relationship.  Then there is the lack of
innocence, and the unwritten "Double Standard", plus the
addition of the current therapy and teaching methods of our
Society.  Risky, what?

Cheers, and many thanks to each and every one of you,  may
God help us all,

'Gentle Ben'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Redbeard' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

To 'Easy Rider',

I too have had a similar ongoing experience with a mother
and daughter.

For 7 years, 25 years ago I knew and loved the mother, and
from the day we met neither of us cut our hair again.
Sometimes, she would spot a little girl, of about 10 or so,
and ask me if I wanted to make love with her, because she is
so beautiful, but I remained faithful.  She knew exactly
that the qualities I most admire in a woman are those many
10-year-olds have in abundance, but are then persuaded to
shed by fashionable peers.  For years I wanted to marry her
and to give her children, but she would not commit herself,
and eventually she went back to her own country to settle
down with her younger brother's best friend.  A year later,
they had the child I always wanted, a girl, and I wept, and
cut off all contact.

I then married and after having a daughter of my own, things
were 'even' and so I resumed our correspondence, even sending
little gifts for her daughter so as to show there were no
more hard feelings.  They only had one child.  I have two -
a son two years younger than my daughter.

Seven years ago, the mother invited me over to her country
to stay.  Two years earlier, my wife found another man and
threw me out, but I reckoned on two years to get over the
rebound.  It was awesome.  The mother was twice the age she
was when we first fell in love, but was twice as beautiful.
She had kept all her youthful beauty; her lovely hair had
grown a foot, but this time she had a depth and strength
which was not there before.  I had to respect her current
relationship, so I was always in bed by 10pm to give them
time to be alone together.

But her daughter (aged 10) had also fallen in love with me,
and I with her.  For years, the only companion she had was
the dog, at last she had found a playmate who enjoyed her
fantasies and silly games, who was happy to listen to her
and brush her hair, and to carry her on my shoulders and
play crocodiles and monkeys in the pool.  She was behind at
school, but it was as if knowing me, all her backwardness
disappeared and after a few days with me, she was becoming a
really interesting human being.  For me, after years of
being rejected or treated with suspicion and contempt simply
because I am a man, I had found someone who would run to the
window and look out when she saw me coming, and not once did
she waver in her affection for me, even when at times I said
she was watching too much TV and she said I had no right to
turn it off until she could name the programme she wanted to
watch.  She had kept all the things I had sent her, and a
vision of her mother's exotic foreign lover must have grown
in her mind all her life.  When it was time for me to
leave, she got into my car and refused to get out, and
insisted I elope with her back to my own country.  I
promised to write often, but said if I took her away from
her parents who still love her as much as I love my own
children, I would be arrested at the frontier and sent to
prison, and she may be put in care.  She said that she would
protect me from the police, whom she hated, but I had to say
no, but as soon as she was old enough to travel, and if she
still wanted me, and if I was still available, then I would
be very happy for us to live together.  I wrote her a fairy
story, the best I have ever done, which put the time when
the couple lived happily ever after was when the girl was 17
and the man was 44, well over the legal age of consent in
both our countries.  I mentally put the age that we should
meet properly as being when she was the same age as her
mother was when we first met.  The year 2000 seemed a long
long time away.

And so time has gone on, with me in a limbo of chronic
depression missing her growing up, but with contact having
been cut off with my own daughter by her mother because she
suggested in court that I had an inappropriate interest in
little girls with long hair which put our daughter at risk,
and it required over 12 months of interviews with welfare
officers, social workers, psychiatrists and judges before I
was cleared of all suspicion.  Obviously I could not risk
any involvement whatsoever with the little girl I loved, and
this absence has made me very ill.  The relationship with my
own daughter (who is now 13) never really recovered, and I
cannot hold her or touch her any more.  Both my children
know how very unhappy I have become, especially when their
home with their mother and stepfather is a happy one, and
they resent coming to visit me when they could be happy at
their home playing with their friends.

The year after my visit, my foreign little girl's parents
split up - her father had another family on the side, but
her mother never recovered from this shock, and did not and
still does not want me there to remind her of the past.  We
still exchange Christmas and birthday cards, every year.
This year was the little girl's 17th birthday, and every
time she writes, it is a short card signed off with her name
"who loves you" and a little heart.  I have just replied to
the latest, and hope that soon we will be able to meet
again, but I do not know when this will be.  The little girl
too has grown her hair for me.  The last photo taken in
1998, it was longer than her mother's, but exactly the same
colour and texture.

This tale has been told only to a small handful of friends,
and definitely not the 'caring' professionals cursed by their
hateful and populist-led theories about control, domination
and abuse, and not one mention of love.  I do not need any
help in controlling urges and I do not need any reminding
about the sensitivity of a child's emotions when faced with
a passionate adult - I look on it as much like feeding kids
with Vindaloo - over the years the palate needs something
stronger for the same effect (but that cannot explain my
son's craving for Marmite!).  Hand-holding or a single kiss
for a 10-year-old must be roughly equivalent to a happy
evening making love in front of the fire for adults,
although in both cases, there is always the delicious wonder
of what lies beyond.  The real help which I would seek from
the professionals, but they cannot offer, is some way of
coping with the sheer crippling despair and loneliness of a
society without love in any form.  If only my story could
have a happy ending and therefore prove to us all here that
the waiting was worthwhile.

'Redbeard'
------------------------------------------------------------




------------------------------------------------------------

There is another redirect URL for the ASGL news
archives: http://go.to/newsarchives.

------------------------------------------------------------
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'The Dreamer' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Pikachu' wrote:
>1) In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
>well enough alone?

Maybe she would love to see you again, but if she indeed
believes you are a sick man then you might be in trouble.

You mentioned her mother blocked further investigation,
maybe (again maybe, I'm not a psychologist ;) she knew he
daughter was happy but just wanted to prevent something...
And we all know what I'm talking about.  Sure it can end in
a bad way, but most people never know it can be good
experience to the child as well.  Maybe that is ignorance
but its the same I would do to protect my child if I didn't
knew better (maybe I get flamed by this but we can't expect a
parents to take a visit to FP to educate themselves before
calling the police when they suspect something, as most
only "know the stories" from the press). Either way I think
she had to forbid you from coming or other relatives (and
maybe the authorities) would make sure that the relation would
be ended.

If you choose to contact her I wish you all the best!  And
don't forget to report afterwards to us poor souls ;)

--

To 'Moongod':
>Are there any of us
>who prefer LGs of 5, 6, 7, 8, or 9 (category C)?

I'm sexually attracted mostly to age range C but oddly
enough I almost never fell in love to girls below age 7, it
is when they are about 8-10 when I fall deeply in love with
them and cant stop thinking about them.

>categories) as to what you think about all this.  It sounds
>like those in category C must have 'a hard row to hoe'.

Sure it's hard but not because they have less sexual
feelings (which I'm quite sceptical about).  I think the
younger the child the harder it will for most people to
accept that I can love children.  I think a lot of parents
accept relations with kids that are already in puberty or
around the age of 12, but this won't be the case everywhere,
of course :(

--

I choose my nickname because when I fall in love I start
daydreaming all the time, and when I go to bed I pray that I
may dream about my new love:).... Zzzz.. 'he he'.

--

'Lloyd' wrote:
>Saw a really cute girl the other day. Probably about 8 or 9. She was sitting
>at a table across from me in a coffee shop. I've heard people described that
>way before, but never actually seen it - her eyes literally sparkled. She
>seemed really happy, and I got a warm glow just watching her. I think I may
>have even got a smile out of her - I was definitely smiling at her, and she
>was smiling in my general direction. But that said, she was smiling anyway.

I love these moments too, they can change my day to a happy
one.  Those moments seem endless without time, and yet they
seem too short.  If I had such a moment every day I would be
a happy man.  (well... more happy than I'm now anyway ;)

--

>The Dreamer wrote:
>>I don't really know where to start but I guess one of the
>>reasons I started posting is to show my feelings to others.
>>I always have trouble showing my feelings to others
>Did I write this and Ianthe post it under the wrong name? ;-) Definitely
>sounds like it could be me...
>>When I was still in school and my classmates where talking about girls and
>>getting their
>>first dates I always had to make excuses as to why I had no
>>girlfriend yet
>Sounds familiar too. (Although nobody even bothered to ask why I didn't have
>a girlfriend. Kind of depressing, really...)

A lot of friends don't even dare to ask me anymore.  I'm
fine with that but it's really hard when they talk about
their relations and I cant even begin to start about my own,
at those times I really feel sad deep inside.  It gets even
worse when they start to ask for advice about these matters,
like "well, what should I do now blah blah blah" or "do you
think she angry at me?"  I try to do my best to contribute
something but then I feel like lying to them afterwards, it
just doesn't fell right for me.

>>Some of my friends probably think I'm gay or
>>something
>Got that, too. Accusations/insinuations were flying about when I was about
>13/14. Although that was probably due to several things, like the fact I
>didn't have any interest in sport and other "manly" pursuits, that I liked
>acting, etc., etc.

I hated sport! Still do. Maybe because I'm so bad at it :D

Besides sports. I have very manly hobbies but I guess this is not the
place to discuss that ;)

>>I thought about it some times to tell one of my best friend,
>>but every time I try to build up courage to do it the
>>situation just isn't there.
>Yeah, those feelings too. Difficult to find the right time - I mean, when
>_is_ the right time to say "Hi! How are you? Do anything interesting over
>the weekend? I like to get into heavy petting with little girls." Well,
>    probably finding a slightly better way of wording it would be at the top
>    of the list. But to cut a long story short, anyway, it definitely sounds
>    like we've shared very similar experiences, as I imagine many others have.
>Good to know you're not the only one, isn't it?

Yes I agree.

I was a lurker here for about a year, a lot of times it felt like reading my
own diary. I'm glad I finally made the step to start posting, it's so much
more rewarding than just reading everything.

>Well, that's me finished for now. I guess I'll see you all again in a couple
>of weeks time, though I don't know how you'll cope without me... ;-)

I would be a lot more empty here :)

I don't care how long the posts are, especially in those summer months when
there are so few posts. I always read everything and every word of it.

--

Speaking about men, Are there still women posting here? I know there were
some who posted in the past but lately it seems a little quit.

--

To 'Ex Astris':

Thanks for sharing your experience.

I have not yet had the courage to share my feelings about
lg's with someone else besides this list, I hope one day I
will tell someone as I feel its my duty to defend pedophiles
even if that means losing a lot of friends.  But I think it
will also show who are your real friends and who are not.
Though I'm confident my parents and most of my family will
support me I have no idea what to do after that.

--

That's all for now.

Happy summer time as long as it will last.

'The Dreamer'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

There is not much happening in 'my neck of the woods',
friends.  For some strange reason I have not even laid eyes
one Desiree or her brothers in about 3 weeks unless they're
coming from or going to somewhere else.  The last time I
spoke to them Desiree was very sweet & kind to me, but out
of view of everyone else of course.  During that last
conversation, because the parents send her off to church
regularly, I talked to her about how good & popular Jesus
was with children & how bad people talked bad about him
behind his back & had him crucified because he was too
different for their tastes.  I know for a fact that lesson
really sunk in.  Perhaps she actually went home and used
that same example to reason with her family.  That would be
one logical explanation as to why she might be grounded.

In the world of Becky, I've refused to spend any time with
or even speak to her the last few weeks.  Not only was she
making comments in public about my genitals, but she's been
playing both sides of the fence with our neighbours who
dislike me by wanting to be my friend when they're not
around but treating me like dirt when they are.  I told her
outright that I wouldn't tolerate either form of behaviour,
and that to be my friend she would have to treat me with
dignity around EVERYONE.  And because her parents are
pot-heads & refuse to take on the responsibility of teaching
her these kinds of life-lessons, they're not the happiest
with me in the world right now.  So, oh well.

I asked out a really nice girl at work the other day.
Pretty cute, with just the type of personality I like.  We
even set up a day to go out to a movie or something.  Come
to find out yesterday from a friend at work that she's
married.  No ring on her finger because she's in the middle
of a divorce, but still married nonetheless.  So I'm going
to try to find a sensitive way of discussing it with her &
try to take it from there.  I just wish she had been more
forthright with me.  After all, we sit by each other
sometimes & spend a lot of breaks & lunches together.  It's
not like she hasn't had the opportunity to bring it up.
Maybe she's just afraid it would scare me off.  Again - oh,
well.  I'll keep you posted on any developments.

--

To 'Lloyd:' Regarding your comment about my friend's
daughter's dress & the sensitivity surrounding it, you're
right.  I talked to him later & apologized if I had offended
his family.  I explained that I did not mean it in a sexual
way, all I said is that it made her look beautiful.  Shortly
thereafter he & his wife took the girls out & got them some
very professional-looking, more conservative dresses.  I
even made it a point to let the girls & parents know that I
actually like the way they look in these new dresses more.
The girls are very angry at having been forced into
something less showy & were indignant as to my compliment.
But it made the parents feel good.

A friend's 13yr old relation has been visiting from New York
city for the last several weeks & she's leaving this weekend.
It's truly unfortunate I've not been able to spend any real
time with them, because she is absolutely stunning & has a
very quiet, sweet personality.  I've been planning a little
weekend get-away for myself & some friends this weekend &
they were going to go, but backed out at the last moment.
Bummer.

--

To 'Arktoi:' It has been my experience & observation that a
truly professional lawyer will never ask a client about
their guilt.  As my lawyer has put it, he prefers plausible
deniability ;)

--

To 'Redbeard:' It breaks my heart to read about the forced
separation you had from your own daughter.  That's one of
the reasons I have developed a severe distrust of women in
general over the years.  There are very few exceptions to
that distrust, and even then I am cautious.  A new guy at
work that I've been training lately had to spend about $7000
in legal costs (which is dirt-cheap in the U.S.) to get
custody of his toddler daughter from his ex-wife that the
Dept of Child & Family Services had caught abusing drugs &
taking her to hotel parties.  But the state still backed her
in court, based on the argument that "a single male is not
capable of raising her morally".  In other words, 'going
without sex for a long period of time without using her as a
sexual substitute for an adult partner'.  Talk about
projecting their own perverse desires & fantasies onto him.
Cute system we have, eh?

Well that's about all my brain can squeeze out for now.  So
long & seek sweet love, space fans.

'Ex Astris'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

>'Pikachu' wrote:
>1) In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
>well enough alone?

I would think very carefully about approaching her.  Remember that
she may not remember you at all, in which case you might even
seem to her to be a 'stalker'.

>2) When should I break our history to her?  (Examples:
>After a night of lovemaking, our wedding night, alone with
>her on a boat (so she couldn't make a dramatic exit or speak
>so others could overhear.))

Be careful not to get too far ahead of yourself.  Take it very slow,
if you decide to pursue it at all.

>4) How, where, and under what pretext should I (re)meet her?
>How should I approach her? (Examples:  Pick her up as a
>stranger in a club, arrange to be on the set where she's
>filming, call her on the phone, move into her building,
>etc.)

Again, be careful you don't appear to be a 'stalker' (moving into her
building would definitely give off that impression).

>7) Can you think of any literature (classical or modern)
>that bears relation to my situation?  Any novels, poetry,
>movies, etc.  would be gratefully appreciated.  Please tell
>me anything that comes to mind, however remote.  I have some
>months before I am in place to act on this and I am eager to
>thoroughly research my task.

Lolita?  And please remember the ending.....  :(

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>Yuri wrote (about a question on sex with an underage girl I put to a sexual
>advice organisation):
>
>>Despite the irony, have you considered that maybe they chose not to answer
>>because they knew the truth: consensual sex with someone who is mature
>>enough to make that decision isn't bad?
>
>That's a possibility, I suppose, though somehow I doubt it. Maybe I'm just
>too cynical. I think that if they thought like you said, they would have
>answered my question. The thing is, anyway, that like I said before, the
>fact that they didn't give _any_ answer was a bad thing. I would have been
>more satisfied if they had even written a "You are an evil man" response.
>But anyway, my question was more a test, to see what they would do than an
>actual desire to have it answered. And they chose to ignore it.

Pravda.

>>You mentioned that you like dark hair and blue eyes.  What do you think of
>>Georgina Sherrington who plays Mildred Hubble on the Worst Witch?
>
>Not seen that film for _years_. (Are we thinking of the same one? Tim Curry
>as the chief warlock, and Angelica Huston - I think - as Miss Hardbroom?) I
>always liked that film. I may have to watch it again...

I was actually referring to the television series airing on ITV (I think) in
the UK and on YTV in Canada.  I don't remember who played the character of
Mildred Hubble in the movie version (which did star Tim Curry).  Ms.
Sherrington has recently won a Young Artist Award for "Best Performance in a
TV Comedy Series" for her portrayal of Mildred Hubble.

>Gaaargh! Looked up Brooke Shields, and ended up on the Internet Movie
>Database site. Checked the entry for "Pretty Baby" there, and the _only_
>thing written about it was a visitor's comment. Which ran as follows:
>
>Brooke Shields is 13 years old in this movie and you can see her full
>frontal and rear nudity. Legal? I don't know but it is disturbing.....
>Was this made in America? Stupid pedophiles.....
>
>Can anyone say "Narrow minded"?

Narrow minded.  I completely agree with you're assessment of the person who
wrote that, and on your opinion of how society actually sexualizes children
by the very act of denying their sexuality.

--

Yuri wrote:
>>"The majority of Africans are uncircumcised,
>>the majority of Americans are, there is more AIDS in Africa,
>>so you have a greater chance of catching AIDS if you are
>>uncircumcised" (someone forgot the condoms and literacy?). (Note: a quote,
>>not his own views!)
>
>Also bubonic plague. No, really! Apparently countries which suffered from a
>past outbreak of bubonic plague have a higher resistance to AIDS.  Strange
>but true...

The difference is, the AIDS/Circumcision connection has no medical validity,
whereas the plague/AIDS connection might: if the viri shared a common
surface protein, or if they had similar attack mechanisms, then people who
survived the plague (and passed on that immunity to future generations)
might have a natural immunity to both viri.

--

Llyod wrote:
>>>News story today in the paper about a young girl (15 years
>>>old) who was studying at university and has disappeared.
>>>Yes, that's right - 15 years old and at University
>><snip>
>>While I agree with what you are saying in general, have you
>>considered the possibility that the opposite conclusion
>>might be true in this particular case: that she was mature
>>enough for University (despite her mother's opinion) and has
>>made a valid choice about her sex life?  That she has met a
>>man whom she loves (or at least likes) and who loves her?
>
>Yes, I agree with you. Sorry if I didn't make myself clear. I think that
>this girl probably _did_ make an informed decision, even though her father
>claims she was "brainwashed by a cult". (Hmmm, yes, that's, er, likely...)
>I was just trying to make the point that if her parents _didn't_ think she
>was ready, they shouldn't have sent her there, and if they _did_ think she was
>ready, they shouldn't be surprised if she does something they don't agree
>with. They can't expect her to be "mature" in some ways and "immature" in
>others. (If that makes sense.) It's not up to them to pick and choose what
>she's ready for and what she isn't.

Exactly: you can't 'have your cake and eat it too'.

>>How old were the triplets?
>
>Eight.

OK, I knew girls started puberty earlier than boys, but eight with pubic
hair?  Maybe the experts are right and girls are starting to develop
earlier.

>Yes, I did French but it was never much past a basic level in the first
>place. My Russian is literally limited to a handful of words. (Namely
>"hello", "goodbye", "comrade", "thankyou", and "where is the vodka?".
>Though that last one is the only one I'll ever need...).

I prefer "Gdye pivo?"  ("Where is the beer?")  ;)

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I visited a worker-owned sex shop the other day. Apparently
>they consider themselves "sex positive" with a focus on sexuality
>education, and I think it's interesting that the founder of
>the store allegedly has plans to instigate "a book exploring
>sexual relationships between adults and children from the
>point of view of adult contributors who had sexual experiences
>with adults when they were children."
>
>The location I visited had several books, including a few
>about children, or for children.  They didn't have anything
>especially worth reading though, which is why I'm writing to
>the list.  Maybe someone on this list could recommend a
>worth-while book or two for them to carry on the subject of
>child love.

The web site Alessandra's Smile carries legal 'on-topic' books.
All their stock is vetted by a media lawyer.

>'Arktoi' wrote:
>Caution: If you get a lawyer, you may want to deny that you
>did whatever you are accused of - because some lawyers, as I
>understand it, will refuse to defend you if you admit you are
>really guilty. They are officers of the court, and as such,
>they may feel it is 'their duty' to sell you down the river if
>they believe in your guilt.  A little white lie might save
>you a lot of suffering if I am correct in this.

You are essentially correct in that a lawyer cannot support perjury.  How
far a lawyer will go in this depends on the individual.  If a lawyer knows
you are guilty, some will refuse to defend you, others will merely not put
you on the stand to testify in your own defence.  They cannot, however,
force you to plead guilty, nor can he disclose any statements you make to
him to anyone (it would violate attorney-client privilege).

Tired now, must go get sleep.  Will write later.

'Yuri'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Quilty' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Pikachu': Forget the starlet.  Enjoy your memories;
she's in a different world now.  You yourself, in your
soul-searching, provide all the reasons not to revisit this
past life.  Find a new 7-year-old starlet-in-the-making.

--

Not to 'flog a dead horse', since we already had an exchange
about this, but 'Easy Rider' wrote about GREEN FRUIT:

>This book is by Yul Duersted, published by Grove Press in
>1974.  I happen to own a copy.  Undoubtedly most rare -
>kind of like saying you own a copy of "Show  Me".  "Green
>Fruit" is out of print and it is unlikely that a book like
>this will show up in book stores in our lifetimes...

I commented on his extreme hyperbole and he retorted with a
nasty crack about me in a darkened parlour (something of
which I am totally ignorant, but I suppose it was
tit-for-tat).  Anyway, I just found a copy of the hardback
in dustjacket for $10.

By the way, "Show Me" is not that rare either... but let's
not go there.

Enjoy your summer everyone (or winter if that's the case)

'Quilty'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Pikachu' wrote:
>In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
>well enough alone?

Leave well enough alone. Even though I have hopes
that these girls will remember the truth of our relationships,
I am convinced that the trauma the child protection agencies
puts these children though causes volatile mental states with
unpredictable results. You are free to take that risk if you so
desire. I am reminded of my relationship with A... at the
park. We got along very well and played together quite
happily. I discovered later that she had been molested by
a family member and apparently the rest of the family was
suspicious of me. One day A... came riding by my house
on her bicycle and when I came out to talk with her she rode
away. I turned out that she was getting my address for her
mother who subsequently called the police. I was able to
explain my actions to their satisfaction and the investigation
was dropped but I really thought that A... would have
understood our relationship and explained it to her mother.
I was totally surprised by the outcome.

---

'Redbeard' wrote:
>some way of coping with the sheer crippling despair and loneliness
>of a society without love in any form.

What a tragedy. I wish you could have eloped. She definitely appeared
ready to go. These days it is getting harder to even get a smile out
of them. I was on the bus the other day admiring a beautiful girl when
her mother who was sitting next to her started whispering things in
her ear. Then the glances my way started. I wonder what they
discussed. I would like to have gotten a return smile but alas no
smile came.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------




'Frans' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Pikachu' asked:
> In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
>well enough alone?  Considerations:  It is probable that she
>has spent the interim in therapy being told that she was
>assaulted and used by me <

In my opinion and experience, you can almost sure that this
has happened. So I should do nothing. Note, that she has grown
from the age of 7 to the age of 22, thus being a quite different
person now.

> Can you think of any historical precedent for my
>situation?<

Yes. In many cases the accusations came about 15 year after the
consensual contact, especially if there have 'therapists' been
at work...

'Frans'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Moongod' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

>'Bandersnatch' writes:
>How well regarded is this work/author [the book "Woman: An
>Intimate Geography," by Natalie Angier], academically? It
>seems rather fanciful with the talk of hypothalamus and
>adrenal glands: rather an attempt to justify Freud's
>'latency period' of supposed asexuality. I have always
>thought of that as resulting from social pressures causing
>sexual feelings to go underground.

Perhaps you are right and this whole idea of latency is a
hoax.  Is there a scientist among us who could enlighten us
on this question?  I have misplaced my copy of the book, but
I recall there was a sort of sticker on the front cover
saying the book was on the New York Times best-seller list,
or some such thing.  Maybe the author is a Pulitzer Prize
winner.  Anyhow, this is not just some broad off the street
that wrote this, although I seem to recall there were no
scholarly footnotes; essentially then the author is asking
you to take her word for it that she has done her homework
properly.  I did feel that this was a bit disturbing; it is
always so much more reassuring to see the footnotes are in
place, even if one does not go look up the sources.  Natalie
Angier does seem to know very well what she is talking
about, but some of her information is so startling to me
that I wish she had told us where we could go to find out
more about it.  For example, as you know, female humans have
two X chromosomes, one from the father (let's call it FX),
one from the mother (call it MX).  She claims geneticists
have found that in different cells, or tissues, of the
female body, either MX is turned on, or FX is turned on.
The other one is turned off.  Thus, a girl's body is like a
chimera.  If the same sort of thing is true for other pairs
of chromosomes, a matter that she does not go into, I am
baffled as to how it would work with the male body, with its
X and Y chromosomes.  Would both of these be turned on,
unlike with other chromosome pairs?  Help!  Is there a
geneticist in the house???!!!  Angier also cites a book
called Human Sperm Competition.  This is a scholarly book as
I understand it, but I have not seen HSC because it is hard
to find; if you are well heeled and have an inclination to
read an academic medical work, you can buy a copy for about
$100 U.S. However, there is a popularized version available
under a different title, by the same authors, which can
probably be found in your local public library.  These
authors make some (to me) fantastic claims about human
sexuality, but presumably their statements are backed up by
scientific research.  If anyone in the group has a chance to
check into these matters, I would be very interested to hear
your opinion on HSC.

'Moongod'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'DD'writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

Hope you're all enjoying the holiday season.

I've had a nice couple of weeks just chilling out, away from
the hassle of work and just doing my own thing, lol.

All the media hysteria lately has both saddened and angered me, sad
because a poor sweet innocent child has lost her life in such an
horrific way, and anger that we are all being scapegoated for it
with the media having a field day with their witch hunt campaign, and
the sheer hypocrisy of some people is unreal.

I will refer briefly to something I recently posted elsewhere concerning
a conversation I had with an acquaintance of a friend of mine. Neither know
I am a GL but that's not important.

Having a beer with some friends, I got talking to this guy
about general matters, and we got to talking about items in
the news, and of course the case of the poor girl came up.
He said all the usual stuff about, how all pedophiles should
be hung and worse, plus other imaginative ideas on how to
deal with us.  He spoke of the low morals today and asked
how any grown man could possibly fancy LG's.  They must be
real sick B*****s he said.  This diatribe went on for some
time, but later in the evening after the beer began to take
its toll, he started waffling on about his recent Spanish
holiday _Yawnnn_ :(O) to which end he told me about the
girls he saw and met etc.  One girl in particular, a topless
13 yo seems to have made quite an impression on him, as he
told me how he struck up a conversation with her and is
convinced that had he not been with his wife, he could have
got off with her.  He spoke in detail about her physical
attributes and says he has photo's of her.  What a bloody
hypocrite.  But it does bring a wry smile to my lips the
more I think about it.

--

Laura is currently sporting the biggest black eye I have
ever seen, after being whopped with a bat following an
argument with her brother, who in turn has got a beauty of a
bruise where she kicked him back.  She had a moody with me
because I found it all so funny, a nice time had making up
though.  All is fair in love and war I guess.  But phew what
a shiner, makes me wince just to look at it, but she didn't
even bat an eye, if you'll excuse the really bad pun, I just
couldn't resist it.  Having a great time, wish you were here :)

'DD'
------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

re what 'Pikachu' wrote:

Here are my questions for you:

>5) Am I delusional in thinking I could get involved with
>a starlet?

I think you are in for a disappointment.  What makes you
believe that she will be at all interested in one more guy
out of thousands who tries to contact her?  For her, you are
just another fan, and maybe a weirdo stalker at that.  So to
believe you could actually get to meet her on your own,
without using the old relationship as a basis, I believe is
wishful thinking.

>1) In your opinion, should I approach her or should I leave
>well enough alone? ...  Although I face these dangers, I have
>hopes to befriend her.

Leave her alone.  I don't believe, based on my experience at
least, that you can ever 'go home again.'  Things come and
go.  You have to be a sieve and let things pass through.
After the brain washing she received I can't believe she
would be happy to see you again.  Furthermore, if it's only
been 15 years and she is still in her early 20's the chances
are the statute of limitations has not run out on this.
Just because they refused to press charges before does not
mean it is still not possible.  You are not home free.

Assuming you go on with this anyway and are successful:

>2) When should I break our history to her?

You don't think she'd remember your name?

>3) How should I break it to her?  When she was 7, she made
>my outgoing announcement for my answering machine.

That would freak her out unless she expected it.  Or I could
stimulate a conversation on the subject by asking about her
first love (I'm assuming it was me.)

That might work.

>4)How, where, and under what pretext should I (re)meet her?

That will be tough to do.  Is there a way to meet stars?  I
have a bad enough time meeting regular people.

>6) Can you think of any historical precedent for my
>situation?

Only my own experience.  I wrote last summer about going to
find the high school my 11 yr.  old friend from long ago
attended.  I had had a short but sweet time with her, but it
was cut short by some adults who made false accusations.
Because of that I suffered emotional and legal consequences.
Still, I wanted to see the girl again.  I wrote her a letter
when she was 17.  There was no response.  We had had a
non-sexual, but emotional friendship.  But she, like your
kid, no doubt was totally brain washed.  I had to make do
with finding her picture in a year book.  It was sad to wake
up from the delusion that she had moved on with her life
while I had taken years to get over what had happened  I had
lived in a fantasy world.

I hope I am wrong, and you achieve your aims. Please let us know
what happens.

--

To Xalex:

Sure you can use what I wrote about 'Green Fruit', as long
as you realize they were sort of 'off the cuff' remarks and
not all that well thought out.  I suppose due to anonymity,
we here would not be able to visit your site...

--

'Arktoi' wrote:
>Caution: If you get a lawyer, you may want to deny that you
>did whatever you are accused of - because some lawyers, as I
>understand it, will refuse to defend you if you admit you are
>really guilty. They are officers of the court, and as such,
>they may feel it is 'their duty' to sell you down the river if
>they believe in your guilt.  A little white lie might save
>you a lot of suffering if I am correct in this.

You have hit the nail on the head here.  When I was involved
in the above situation, I felt like my lawyer was not really
interested in hearing the details of what had happened.  I
couldn't figure this out. What was I paying this guy for?
I thought, naively, that I should tell him every detail so
that he could properly defend me.  Wrong. I think he was
afraid I had done the things the lying outsiders (who had no
first hand knowledge of the kind of relationship the girl
and I had had) had said I had done, and he didn't want to
hear it.  Fortunately I didn't have much to tell so I spared
him that horror.  On the other hand, how the hell are you
supposed to know this if you never got in trouble before?
So you are correct: as the defendant, you keep your mouth
shut and speak only to your lawyer, and then only to deny
whatever your accusers say.

--

'Redbeard' wrote:

First of all let me say your story brought tears to my eyes. You are
a sensitive and beautiful person.

>For 7 years, 25 years ago I knew and loved the mother

The time frame for my experience was the same, although my lg is
only around 9 now.

>But her daughter (aged 10) had also fallen in love with me,and I
>with her.  For years, the only companion she had was the dog, at
>last she had found a playmate who enjoyed her fantasies and silly
>games, who was happy to listen to her and brush her hair, and to
>carry her on my shoulders and play crocodiles and monkeys in the
>pool.

This is what loving little girls is all about my friend, and you
have found the heart of it.

>She said that she would protect me from the police, whom she >hated

Clearly a girl with a fine sense of discrimination and a well
developed set of values that I can relate to.

>suggested in court that I had an inappropriate interest in
>little girls with long hair which put our daughter at risk

How sad. How hurtful. How utterly cruel.

>The relationship with my own daughter (who is now 13) never
>really recovered, and I cannot hold her or touch her any more.

In my opinion this is the bitterest of fates.  There is one
unforgivable sin in my book, and that is when one human
being separates another from his/her rightful love.  It's
one thing when it is a stranger.  But one's own daughter?
It is the ultimate loss.  I am so sorry.

>This year was the little girl's 17th birthday, and every
>time she writes, it is a short card signed off with her name
>"who loves you" and a little heart.

That is so sweet and beautiful.

>I have just replied to the latest, and hope that soon we will be
>able to meet again, but I do not know when this will be.

*What* are you waiting for?  Run, do not walk, to the
nearest computer, telephone, mail box, whatever, and make
arrangements to see her as soon as possible.

>The real help which I would seek from the professionals, but they
>cannot offer, is some way of coping with the sheer crippling
>despair and loneliness of a society without love in any form.

You deal with loneliness and despair by never losing hope.
As long as a spark of hope burns, you can go on.  And hope
is what you have.  Just as you have experienced the depths
of loss, so too you have the possibility of experiencing the
height of ecstasy & love with this child-woman.

>If only my story could have a happy ending and therefore prove to
>us all here that the waiting was worthwhile.

It will not have a happy ending if you just sit around doing
nothing.  If you really love her, act boldly and decisively.
Do not make assumptions that things will go on like this -
that you have forever.  You have waited patiently long
enough.  Recognize and seize opportunity.  If losing one's
daughter is as bad as it gets, then loving the daughter of a
former lover is as good as it gets.  I will have a good
thought for you.  Tell us what happens when all is over,
please?

--

I took a short trip to the shore a few days ago.  I camped
out in a state forest nearby.  There are a lot of blue
collar types that frequent the place - you know, fat,
dirty-looking guys that drink beer and have tattoos.  (No
offence to anyone).

While looking for the swimming pond I ran into a little girl
in a blue bathing suit.  She was around 8.  I asked her
where the water was.  She was so talkative and cute and
friendly.  Later I saw her at the water.  It turns out her
father is one of the above guys.  She had gone into the
water with a shirt on over her bathing suit.  He went nuts.
He calls her out and she stands right in front of him, a
foot away, and stares at the ground.  He weighs 200 lb.  and
is 6 feet tall.  The fat hangs over his gut.  She is this
waif, 4ft.  3" tall, 50 lbs.  He yells at her.  He says:

'Do you want me to smack you right here in front of all
these people?'  She stands there, mute, afraid.  I thought
he was going to hit her.  At the very least I'd have called
the park police and had that bastard spend the night in the
County Jail.

People like that don't deserve daughters.  They don't
deserve love.  Yet they have it.  And they are looked on by
society as the real heroes.  Dads, just doing their jobs
bringing up their kids.  And somebody like me stands there,
with no one, wanting nothing more than to hold that little
girl and protect her, but I am considered a mutant form of
life, pond scum at best.  There is something very wrong with
this world.

'Easy Rider'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

My brother just told me a British schoolyard joke:

Two 9-year-old girls are talking and one says,

"Don't do a handstand, the boys just want to look
at your knickers."

"That's okay," says the other, "I took them off."

-----------------------------------------------------------------




--
ASGL-L

alt.support.girl-lovers                            26th Aug 2000
----------------------------------------------------------------
                                             Last: 20th Aug 2000
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



_Chronology of recent events in the UK_

 (Note for U.S. readers: "estate" = "housing project")


_July 23_

The "gutter-press" Sunday newspaper _The News of the World_
launches a campaign to "name and shame all 110,000 child sex
offenders in Britain", following the death of 8 year old
Sarah Payne.  The *NoW* begins by publishing about 40 names
and photos from their files.

National Association for the Care and Resettlement of
Offenders attacks *NoW* campaign as "grossly irresponsible".

Tony Butler, Chief Constable of Gloucester, and Association
of Chief Police Officers spokesman on sex offenders, says he
had warned *NoW* that its irresponsible campaign would put
children at risk by driving sex offenders underground.

Scotland Yard says: "We are concerned the publication of
details of paedophiles will lead to vigilante attacks."

Mob targets home of an innocent man in Bradford, Greater
Manchester, after he is mistaken by vigilantes for a man
pictured in *NoW*.


_July 24_

Ann Widdecombe, the shadow home secretary, accuses *NoW* of
inciting a lynch-mob mentality.


_July 25_

Man named by *NoW* revealed to have died five years earlier,
without ever being convicted.

The Attorney-General, Lord Williams of Mostyn, QC, announces
that law officers are to have wider powers to refer
sentences they think "unduly lenient" to the Court of
Appeal.  The power is to be extended to include lesser
sentences imposed for illegal importation of pornographic
material involving children, offences involving unlawful
sexual intercourse and gross indecency with a child.


_July 27_

Deborah Coddington, a journalist who published a
controversial book in 1996 naming convicted New Zealand
paedophiles, and repeated her efforts a year later in
Australia, is asked by *NoW* for names she gathered in
Britain in 1997.  Coddington claims she spent six months
and more than $50,000 researching convicted paedophiles
in Britain, but never published a book of the names
because of legal reasons.  Coddington refuses to give
*NoW* her book for free.


_July 28_

60-strong mob chanting "paedophile" force innocent family of
five from their home in Plymouth.


_July 30_

*NoW* publishes more names and pictures of another 42
alleged paedophiles.

Association of Chief Probation Officers says there is
growing evidence that *NoW* campaign is misguided.

The Observer newspaper reports it has obtained a dossier
detailing evidence of the dramatic effect of the *NoW*
publications.  Compiled by the Association of Chief Officers
of Probation over the past week, it contains reports of
attacks on convicted paedophiles as well as dozens of
examples of people who have contacted their probation
officers to say they have no choice but to move.  In one
case, police smashed down the door of a paedophile under
supervision in the south-east of England to find that he had
absconded - a copy of the News of the World was on his
kitchen table.  Another man in London said if he was named
he would attack journalists at the *NoW* and then go
underground.  Police in the Midlands have received warnings
from vigilantes that they intend to use violence to drive
alleged sex offenders off their estate.

Observer newspaper reports the issue had caused deep divisions
within the Home Office - with Charles Clarke, who has
responsibility for Criminal Justice described as
'incandescent with rage' about what the News of the World
has done.  But Home Secretary Jack Straw and Prisons and
Probation Minister Paul Boateng have resisted pressure to
issue a direct condemnation of *NoW*.


_July 31_

Two men are forced to go to the media to tell them that they
are not related to a man named by *NoW*.


_August 2_

*NoW* executives meet police and probation officers.

Disabled innocent man's home badly damaged by fire by
vigilantes who accusing him of being a paedophile.


_August 3_

78 year-old man, receives copy of letter incorrectly
identifying him as a sex offender.  A man of the same name,
but 30 years younger, had appeared in *NoW*.

Cleveland police accuse *NoW* of jeopardising an operation
to return a paedophile to UK after a suspect disappears on
the Canary Islands.

A Home Office publishes * Where are they Now?* report,
saying that register of sex offenders risks being undermined
by the excessively lenient sentences given to those who fail
to tell police their address.

Mob of 150 people injure a policeman and overturn and burn a
car on Paulsgrove estate in Portsmouth as they riot outside
home of a man named in the *NoW*.

The Professional Association of Nursery Nurses said the
drive to recruit 83,000 new childcare workers was a "magnet
for paedophiles" after ministers dismissed its call to
require police checks on hundreds of voluntary workers with
children.  The growth of breakfast and homework clubs, many
not directly organised by schools, is fertile ground for
paedophiles, it claims.


_August 4_

*NoW* ends its naming campaign.  Says it will campaign
instead for parents to have access to information about
convicted paedophiles.

Paul Boateng, Home Office prisons minister, says the Government
will look at *NoW* demands for controlled access to the
register of sex offenders.


_August 5_

Protests on Paulsgrove estate in Portsmouth.  Threatening
slogans appear, some painted on British flags (the adopted
symbol of neo-fascist groups in the UK).

A shadowy anti-paedophile hate-mail campaign wrongly
identifies sex offenders in hundreds of letters sent to its
targets' neighbours.  'Antimatter' is held responsible for
300 letters which arrived at south London households in
Croydon and 500 in Brockley wrongly targeting two men, one
aged 78 and the other 55.  More hate letters arrived at
Onslow, Guildford, Surrey - the man named in the mailshot
had also been mistakenly identified.  In all five men have
been wrongly named.  Police confirm they are all innocent.


_August 6_

*NoW* threatens to resume its campaign if the Government
does not give public access to paedophile register.

Former Home Secretary Michael Howard warned that a public
register of paedophiles could increase risks to children.

David Niven, chief executive of Action on Child
Exploitation, said he was unconvinced that public access to
the register would work in Britain.

Ten people arrested on Paulsgrove estate as a mob of 200
damage a house and overturn a car.


_August 7_

Mob of 150 forces innocent family of four to flee council
home on Paulsgrove estate.


_August 8_

Protest on Paulsgrove estate - police in riot gear, as other
officers use CS gas on the mob.

Police break up similar demonstrations in Plymouth.

Similar mob scenes reported in Guildford, Bradford and some
London neighborhoods.

Man in Lancashire commits suicide after 70 people
gathered at his family home hurling bricks and threatening to
firebomb it.  After his death it emerged that his relatives
had also received death threats.


_August 9_

More protests on Paulsgrove estate.  Mob 300 people takes
to the streets to targeted the homes of three alleged
paedophiles.  A fifth family is burnt out of their home.
Protesters admit they have no concrete evidence for most of
the names on their 20-person 'hit list', conceding that it
was compiled from word of mouth and, significantly,
"information on the internet".

A millionare businessman, facing questioning about alleged
relationships with teenage boys, kills himself at his home
in Kent.

Robin Corbett, chairman of the Commons home affairs select
committee, calls for *NoW* to be prosecuted for inciting
public disorder.  A senior criminal lawyer said that while
technically possible, such a charge would involve proving the
newspaper had intended to incite crime.  But it is possible
the paper could be charged with committing a public order
offence by displaying in writing something that caused
"harassment, alarm or distress", or that it had committed a
breach of the peace and was guilty of conduct that contained
or might provoke a threat of violence.


_August 10_

Syd Rapson, Labour MP for Portsmouth North, calls for
tougher sentences and police tagging for convicted
paedophiles.

Mobs step up their protests in Portsmouth, despite pleas
from police and local officials to stay at home.

The mounting violence against paedophiles in Britain could
drive them to neighbouring Ireland, the Irish ISPCC charity
says.  Ireland plans to introduce a Sex Offenders Bill, including
a register of paedophiles.  But the law is only likely to be
brought in later this year and will not be retrospective.
If paedophiles leave the Britain within two weeks of leaving
prison, they do not have to sign the UK register.  No
passport is needed by British citizens entering the Irish
Republic.

Press coverage polarises: The story that the paper's campaign
of "outing" paedophiles had been blamed for a wave of violence
on a Portsmouth estate was splashed across the front pages of
the Guardian, the Express and the Independent.  The Daily Mail
had a double-page story while The Daily Telegraph ran a front-
page story and another inside.  The story was even covered by
the Financial Times.

But News International titles rally around the *NoW* after
calls from a senior MP for it to be prosecuted -- News
International newspapers were far less interested in the
story.  The Sun carried no report anywhere in its pages
while The Times, which purports to be independent of its
tabloid sister titles, devoted just seven paragraphs to the
story on page four.


_Aug 11_

Family on the Paulsgrove estate return from a holiday in
Spain to find their car reduced to a burnt-out wreck, their
windows smashed and home burgled - they had been innocent
targets of the mob.  Protest leaders announced that they had
suspended their marches after a fifth family fled from the
estate.

Two paedophiles escaped jail sentences after their lawyers
successfully argued that they had suffered enough as a
result of *NoW's* campaign.

Three men who stabbed and beat a suspected paedophile to
death after breaking into his home were jailed for life.

The ringleader of the Paulsgrove estate anti-paedophile
protesters, Katrina Kessell, 33, admits to a conviction for
assaulting a policeman.  The unemployed mother of four also
admits being a former drug addict.  She also admits to
having been banned from driving twice, and has so far been
paid a four-figure sum in fees by the media.

In Anglesey, a mob forces a man has been forced to flee his
home.


_Aug 12_

Government announces that names and addresses of convicted
paedophiles could be released to selected families.  Details
of paedophiles would only be released under limited
circumstances and to a small circle of neighbours.  Police
chiefs gave the idea of such a statutory duty a hostile
response.

A convicted paedophile in Yorkshire fails to appear in court
and goes into hiding after vigilantes set fire to his house
and throw bricks through his windows.


_Aug 13_

Times newspaper claims extreme neo-fascist groups are stoking
up the anti-paedophile campaign, naming two sex offenders
through e-mail lists and offering hate merchandise via the
Internet.  (In Portsmouth demonstrators admit to having taken
information about targets from the Internet).

Sunday Telegraph reports that anti-paedophile hate-mail
campaign are likely linked to neo-fascist groups.  The
National Democrats, a group founded by former members of the
National Front, has set up a website called Paedophile Watch
to "out" suspected child abusers with leaflets and
demonstrations.  The hate-mail and mob tactics bear the
hallmarks of far-Right groups, according to Mike Whine, of
the Board of Deputies of British Jews.

Sunday Telegraph reports that ministers are being forced to
remove thousands of names from the sex offenders' register
because of the new Human Rights Act.  The move to drop names
follows warnings that the register of will be declared
unlawful under "right to privacy" clauses unless it is
urgently amended.  A review of the register is being carried
out and proposals will be unveiled in the autumn.

The three year old son of the ringleader of the Paulsgrove
estate anti-paedophile protesters', Katrina Kessell, is
found wandering three roads away from her house, naked and
alone.  Police said a file on the incident would be sent to
the local social services.

Innocent 79-year-old Belfast man, mistaken for a paedophile,
is shot in both knees and an ankle.

Three innocent men who were subjected to vicious attacks by
anti-paedophile demonstrators tell the *Independent on
Sunday* newspaper that they have taken legal advice and
intended to seek "significant compensation" from the *NoW*.


_Aug 15_

Self-styled sex therapist Ray Wyre claims over 50 innocent
people have been targeted by mobs in the last few weeks.


_Aug 20_

An engineer from London instructs defamation specialist
Peter Carter-Ruck to bring an estimated 100,000 UK pounds
claim against the *NoW*.  Peter Carter-Ruck, which will
take the case on a "no win, no fee" basis, said the paper
had refused to publish any clarification.

--------------------------------------------------------------






UK: Editorial Comment:
--------------------------------------------------------------

_The Home Office is to blame for the paedophile panic
gripping Britain_


I am thinking of starting a campaign for a National Register
of Ghouls, to help the public to identify those who feed off
a tragedy like the murder of Sarah Payne, and prey on our
rawest emotions.  We do not need to see Sarah's poor,
haunted parents giving any more interviews, or signing any
more petitions (it is claimed that they will need
counselling to cope with the symptoms of media withdrawal).
The Paynes have been turned into a human shield, from behind
which a message of terror can be broadcast into every family
home.

As a parent who, like many others, saw his own daughters'
faces in the photographs of Sarah Payne, I do not much care
what happens to those guilty of violent sex offences against
children.  Throw away the key, throw them down the stairs,
few of us will lose any sleep.  But I do care about the
implications of the paedophile panic gripping Britain.  We
are in danger of losing any sense of perspective about the
risks.

Of course I want my children to grow up in safety.  But what
is safe or secure about living in an atmosphere of hysteria,
fear and witch-hunts?  What will their future hold in a
society that can so readily turn hounding some sexual
deviants into a national blood-sport?  To read the headlines
of late, it seems that paedophiles are not the only ones
developing an unhealthy obsession.

The Home Office Minister Paul Boateng yesterday appeared to
give ground to the *News of the World* on the naming and
shaming of sex offenders.  But he also warned the media to
"avoid panic and hysteria", advising that paedophiles will
have destroyed childhood innocence "if they cause us all to
live in a climate of fear".  Yet we already live in just
such a climate, for which the Home Office can take much of
the credit.

Leaving aside any considerations of civil liberties
("libertarian nonsense" - T. Blair), the Home Office sex
offenders register seems a worse than useless instrument.
It lumps together the relative handful of men found guilty
of violent sexual offences against children with all kinds
of other offenders, including flashers, gropers, people who
have downloaded porn from the Internet, women who have had
consensual sex with teenage boys, even children found guilty
of "inappropriate" sexual behaviour.  Since it was set up in
1997, the register has become a fearmonger's charter,
endorsing the false impression that paedophiles are
besieging every playground.  The *News of the World* is
merely putting a few names and ugly faces to the invisible
army of perverts stalking the parental imagination.

The fear of predatory paedophiles is far more widespread
than the threat itself.  And there is a danger that this
fear is encouraging us to over-protect our children, making
us even less willing to let them play outside, walk to
school or do anything much without tight supervision.  What
might once have been called "smothering" is now praised as
responsible parenting.  As the child development expert Dr
Helene Guldberg argues: "We are already in danger of denying
children the freedom they need to develop into mature,
competent and independent-minded individuals.  We may well
end up raising a generation fit for nothing without somebody
to watch over them and hold their hand, be that their
parents, teachers or ultimately their therapists."  By
teaching our children to fear for their lives, we risk
raising them to fear life itself.

The paedophile panic has a destructive impact on adult
society, too, making each of us more inward-looking, fearful
and mistrustful.  Before long this can have us all acting
more like frightened children than grown-ups, elevating the
emotional over the rational, at the mercy of our rampant id
- the rawer side of our personality that is normally tamed
by maturity.  That emotionalism helps to explain why the
fact that only six children a year are killed by strangers
has made so little impression on the public mood surrounding
the murder of Sarah Payne, a mood heightened by journalists
who report how they feel before the facts, by policemen who
tell us how they have been traumatised by their jobs (did
they expect a game of cops and robbers?), and by kneejerking
government ministers.

Yes, I want to be thought of as a good parent.  But I object
to the demand that I demonstrate my goodness by publicly
joining a conscript lynching party, like the Manchester man
who, having been attacked after being mistaken for one of
the *NoW*'s monsters, was press-ganged into signing the
paper's petition.  It is as if we were living under the law
of the jailhouse, where the only upright community we can
all belong to is a brotherhood of nonce-bashers.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: Editorial:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Salem comes to Portsmouth_

[...]

Track back to the late Eighties and early Nineties.  In
Middlesbrough, social services seized 121 children after Dr
Marietta Higgs and her colleague, Dr Geoffrey Wyatt,
mistakenly claimed to have uncovered an epidemic of sexual
abuse.  In Rochdale and Orkney, families were broken up by
Christian social workers gripped by the voguish (and wholly
misplaced) terror of satanic abuse.  The upshot, beyond the
millions expended on public inquiries, was unquantifiable
damage to children and all-round vilification of the vigilantes
- interfering and authoritarian zealots in white coats and
cable-knit cardigans.  So much for the current theory that
child-abuse cultism is the sole province of the oikish lower
classes.

[...]

- ----------------------------------------------------------




UK: Editorial:

-----------------------------------------------------------

6th August 2000

One reason why the News of the World has been forced to
think again about its anti-paedophile crusade could be that
it upsets the normally cosy relationship that exists between
the paper and the police.  And with the police now having to
control nasty lynching mobs as a result of Rebekah Wade's
string-'em-up campaign we can suspect that senior officers
have been having a word in the ear of their friends at the
News of the World, urging them to call a halt.

Details of the close rapport that exists between the police
and the News of the World emerged in the strange court
action that ended last month when the paper's chief crime
correspondent and a policeman working for the elite National
Criminal Intelligence Service were acquitted of charges of
corruption at Luton Crown Court.

The court accepted that no money had changed hands between
the two and that they had both forged a relationship that
was absolutely above board and in the national interest.
The policeman provided information from police databases
which then enabled the News of the World to publish stories
and sell papers.

Some readers may be surprised to hear that it is perfectly
legitimate for a policeman to provide the News of the World
with information from the Scotland Yard computer.  Such,
however, is the court's ruling in this case.

-----------------------------------------------------------





UK: editorial:
-----------------------------------------------------------

2nd August 2000:

_Why it's time to name and shame Rebekah Wade_

"KERRY looks Atomic with no Kitton."  So the News of the
World informed its readers 10 days ago, on the morning when
its new editor, Rebekah Wade, began publishing the names and
addresses of 110,000 people in Britain who have been
convicted of sex offences against children.  Kerry, it turns
out, is the "stunning pop Kitten Kerry Katona", who sings
with a group called Atomic Kitten.

The story beneath the headline revealed that three years
ago, at the age of 16, Miss Katona presented herself at a
photographic studio in Liverpool, where she posed topless
for "sexy pictures", wearing only a pair of jeans.  To allow
News of the World readers to judge for themselves exactly
how atomic Miss Katona looked with 'no kitton', Miss Wade
helpfully published a large photograph of her, bare-breasted
and wearing only a pair of jeans, which she was undoing.

Readers were clearly being invited to conclude: (a) that
this was one of the pictures taken when Miss Katona was 16;
and (b) here was a very tasty little number, ripe for sex.
Miss Wade's message to her readers was something like this:
"Come along, boys, cop a load of this - and salivate" (I am
being polite, here).  Now let us consider how Miss Wade
would have treated the story if the circumstances had been
slightly different.

What if the photograph had been taken a short while before
Miss Katona's 16th birthday, rather than after it?  And what
if it had been discovered by the police in somebody's
computer files, along with other pictures of bare-breasted
schoolgirls, instead of being splashed all over the centre
pages of the News of the World?  Woe, then, to the man found
in possession of it.

In those circumstances, Miss Wade would not treat the
picture's admirer as a Jack-the-lad, with a healthy interest
in the opposite sex.  He would be a "sick pervert", a
"fiend", a "monster in our midst", to be despised, feared
and publicly humiliated.  His own photograph would have
appeared in Miss Wade's paper, with a caption saying that he
was a threat to children - or, rather, to "kids" -
everywhere.

Like her predecessors in the editor's chair at the News of
the World, Miss Wade wears two hats.  In one of them, she is
the purveyor of titillating pictures and stories, with which
she hopes to excite her readers sexually.  In the other, she
is the guardian of the nation's morals, strongly
disapproving of human sexuality in all but its most
conventional manifestations.

Most of her predecessors have tried to wear both hats at
once, tut-tutting like mad about the married vicar's affair
with the postmistress, while drooling over the salacious
details of precisely where he put his hand, and how
delightedly she gasped.  I do not accuse Miss Wade of that
traditional form of News of the Screws hypocrisy.  She is a
woman who likes to wear her two hats, but strictly one at a
time.

My purpose in drawing Miss Wade's attention to Kerry
Katona's breasts, and the way in which they were displayed
in her paper, is to point out what a difficult and sensitive
area human sexuality is, and how hard it is to draw a
dividing line between a natural, healthy impulse and a
perverted, dangerous obsession.  But Miss Wade apparently
sees no shades of grey between the white and the black.

For her, a man caught looking at dirty pictures of nude
pubescent girls or boys on the internet is as much a threat
to "the kids of Britain" as somebody who has physically
attacked or even murdered a child.  Miss Wade should stop to
think how it must feel to be convicted of nothing more
serious than looking at pictures, and then to see one's own
photograph displayed in the News of the World alongside
those of child-molesters and murderers.

Miss Wade's indiscriminate humiliation of all offenders is
blatantly and cruelly unjust.  Every photograph she
publishes is another man ruined - all hope of acceptance
into society, all hope of covering his shame stripped away.
And not by the process of law, but by the whim of Miss
Rebekah Wade.  There would be some excuse for Miss Wade's
campaign if there were any realistic chance that it would
save any child from abuse.

In fact it is likely to have the opposite effect.  So far
two things have happened - both of them not only
predictable, but predicted.  One is that an innocent man,
who looks a bit like one of the offenders whose photograph
appeared in the News of the World, has had a brick hurled
through his window by an angry mob.  The other is that some
of those "named and shamed" have gone into hiding and have
failed to report to their probation officers.

Are the children of Britain really safer now that nobody
knows where these paedophiles are?  And are Miss Wade's
"monsters" more or less likely to re-offend, now that they
have lost any prospect of leading normal lives?  It is a
pity that she could see no other way of going about it than
by inflaming the mob, destroying the lives of men who have
served their sentences and driving paedophiles into hiding,
where the authorities cannot keep track of them.  Today Miss
Wade is to meet probation officers and others who will try
to impress these points upon her.  I hope that they convince
her, and that she will drop her nasty campaign before she
threatens more children and destroys more lives.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: the neo-fascists are not the only ones working behind
the scenes to stoke up hatred on the subject of sexuality:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Onward Christian lobbyists_

 The religious right is dogging Blair's steps and attempting
 to impose a moral agenda on his faltering programme.


July 30th 2000

On page 140 of last week's sexual offences review report,
among a list of advisers which includes Dr Brenda Rogers of
the British Medical Association and the Justice and Victims
Unit of the Home Office, comes the name of Claire
Wilson-Thomas.  Wilson-Thomas is important.  She is policy
manager at Care.  Not many people have heard of Care
- it stands for Christian Action, Research and Education.
Care cares about a lot of things.  It cares about lowering
the age of consent for gay people.  It cares about the
repeal of Section 28.  It cares about women having
abortions, the rising number of teenage pregnancies and the
decline of the family.  It cares about morality and says
that it is an organisation concerned with 'declaring
Christian truth and demonstrating Christ's compassion.  We
undertake this by campaigning, providing resources,
undertaking caring work and bringing Christian insight and
experience to matters of public policy, education and
practical caring initiatives'.

Ben Bradshaw, the Labour MP for Exeter who is gay and a
member of the Socialist Christian Movement, describes them
as 'a bunch of homophobic bigots'.

The appointment of Wilson-Thomas to the reference group for
the Home Office's sex offences review has raised eyebrows.
To many in the gay community, Care's name is mud.  But at
the highest levels of government, its members are part of a
new movement of highly politicised Christians which is
changing the face of British politics.

These are the new Christian soldiers - well-organised,
well-funded, disciplined and committed groups of people who
have assiduously courted those in power, especially in the
Home Office under Jack Straw.  Last week saw their
political high point - the emphatic Lords defeat of
government proposals to repeal Section 28.

The campaign was led by Baroness Young, who has close links
with Care and two other leading religious groups that have
built themselves into formidable lobbying organisations -
the Christian Institute  and Family and Youth Concern.
Members fly the flag for what they call 'moral politics',
coalescing around a disparate selection of issues, from
genetic experimentation to setting up anti-abortion
counselling services.

Many of the campaigning techniques dovetail with the
American experience where the Moral Majority movement has
ensured that 'pro-family' religious opinion is heard at the
centre of power.  Using many of the same techniques - mass
letter-writing, forging close relations with politicians,
courting newspapers, producing policy papers, finding
sympathetic government officials to ply with information -
Britain's newly emboldened Christian movement has given the
country its first whiff of morality politics. They want
their programme to be taken up by a weak Labour government
during its second term in office.

Organisations such as Care feel they are on fertile
territory.  Tony Blair, though careful not to wear his
religion on his sleeve, is a committed Catholic who has
raised the profile of religion in politics.  In his memo
leaked two weeks ago he mentioned 'the family, where partly
due to gay issues we are perceived as weak'.  This is music
to Care's ears.

Many members of the Government, from David Blunkett to Paul
Boateng to Jack Straw, are also strongly religious, and
such groups have taken advantage of an atmosphere of religious
debate.  'They cannot be dissatisfied with their leverage,'
said Richard Kirker, head of Lesbian and Gay Christians.
'The problem we have on the Left is complacency.  We thought
we had won all these battles.  We were wrong.'

The campaign against the European directive on employment is
set to become increasingly bitter.  In a glossy pamphlet
produced by the Christian Institute, the arguments that will
be deployed are laid out.  'The directive would make it
illegal for organisations to refuse to employ an individual
because of that individual's religious views or sexual
orientation.

'Religious groups could be forced to employ atheists or
practising homosexuals in key positions.  Practising
homosexuals who claim to be 'gay Christians' will get a
legal right to apply for all posts.'  Kirker describes the
pamphlet as 'offensive'.

The booklet says that those opposed to the directive should
write to Blair.  'You may want to include some of the
following points in your letter _in your own words_ (their
italics),' the booklet says.

It is a classic ploy by the new Christian movement which has
targeted the House of Lords in its efforts to overturn
disliked legislation.  In a note to its members, Family and
Youth Concern insisted on the importance of mass
letter-writing in the battle against Section 28.  'Members
took their part in informing a large number of peers about
the protection which Section 28 should provide children
against the presentation of homosexual relationships as
normal and other family types comparable with marriage.  The
booklet, Bankrolling Gay Proselytising - a selection of
'pro-gay' material from local authorities put together by
the Christian Institute - was sent to them with a list of
peers to whom to write, thus ensuring that all named peers
received letters.

 'Baroness Young told us that the flood of well-reasoned
 letters had an enormous influence on the majority vote to
 retain the clause.  Letters do count.'

Young invited the Christian Institute to set up an
exhibition in the House of Lords on the issue of Section 28
which displayed examples of 'taxpayer-funded materials which
promoted homosexuality'.  Colin Hart, the institute's
director, and Simon Calvert, his deputy, have special access
passes to Parliament which allows them to meet Ministers,
peers and MPs where it matters, in the corridors of power.
Young also wrote to Church leaders, enclosing a summary of
the institute's booklet.  'It is now essential that
Christians write to the Prime Minister and their MP,' the
letter said.

'There has always been a moral element to politics,' Calvert
said.  'It is not about whether morality will have an
influence on politics, it is about what type of morality
will have an influence on politics.  All sides are claiming
the moral high ground.  We are described as bigoted and
homophobic.  That is a moral judgment.'

Hart is convinced that groups such as the Christian
Institute have 'the majority' on their side.  'People are
worried about their children, about family life, about what
is being taught in schools.'

Hart's Christian Institute and allied groups often generate
publicity by opposing publications.  In July last year
Calvert was behind a campaign to remove an academic book on
paedophilia from Birmingham's public library.  This week
the anti-abortion group LIFE made a formal complaint to
Scotland Yard's obscene publications unit, about a sex
education booklet aimed at teenagers.

Calvert says he has been invited to meet Straw to discuss
the sexual offences review in September.

Calvert was on one of the working parties that advised on
the 'abuse of trust' sections of the review which dealt with
incest and the relationship between children and adults.
The institute has also been seen by Women's Minister Tessa
Jowell.  Treasury officials invited Care representatives to
discuss proposals on how tax breaks could support marriage.

In the media, there are also the flag carriers and fellow
travellers.

The deputy director of Family and Youth Concern is Cornelia
Oddie, wife of William Oddie, editor of the Catholic Herald.
The Herald is owned by Conrad Black, who also owns the Daily
Telegraph. Both the Telegraph and the Daily Mail have close
links with the Christian groups and often campaign on issues,
such as Section 28.

Simon Heffer, a Daily Mail columnist has been appointed to Jack
Straw's Review of the Sentencing Framework group, designed
to dismantle some of the core features of English justice.
Heffer's right-wing newspaper columns of have railed that any
refugees are 'thieves, muggers and conmen polluting our streets',
that critics of police racism 'are not much less evil than
Stephen Lawrence's murderers', that lowering the homosexual
age of consent would make 'boys of 16 easy targets for a
vicious minority', and that racist politician Enoch Powell
'was one of the most remarkable men of the twentieth
century.'

Care, as well as supporting Young's office, runs an intern
scheme where volunteers sympathetic to the cause are
provided for MPs and peers, both Labour and Conservative.
Once in Parliament, the interns can influence areas of
debate and report back to Care what is coming up in the
legislative programme that should be ringing alarm bells.
The projects do not always run smoothly.  During the 1997
election campaign a young volunteer, Caroline Mawson, worked
with Bradshaw.  She was also a member of Care, something
that Bradshaw was initially unaware of, and told the
organisation that she would like to work in his office after
the election.

Charlie Colchester, executive director of Care, asked
Bradshaw for a meeting.  'I was questioned in a highly
inappropriate way,' Bradshaw said.  'They were asking me
about my sexual orientation.  I was told after that that
they were sorry, but the girl would not be working for me.'
Bradshaw has now written to the Charity Commission.  'I
would urge you to investigate if Care broke charity law by
discriminating in this way,' the letter says.  'Also, where
they stand under charity law regarding political activity.'
Care refused to return calls from The Observer about the
issue last week, although Calvert, of the Christian
Institute, says that similar allegations of
over-politicisation made against it are un-founded.  The
institute is no more political than the gay rights group
Stonewall, he argues.

Groups opposed to Care, the Christian Institute and Family
and Youth Concern point out that the influence of the new
Christian soldiers has made the Government nervous on a host
of progressive issues such as gay rights and sexual
equality.  Evan Harris, the Liberal Democrat MP and member
of the National Secular Society, points out that the
Government has only actually moved in one area - the repeal
of laws banning gay people from entering the Army.  'And
that was because they were forced to by Europe,' he said.

It is highly unlikely that the Government will act on the
controversial sexual offences review before the next
election.  Section 28 has also been kicked into the
political long grass.  They are also likely to give ground
on the European directive by pushing for religious
exemptions from sexual discrimination rules.

Martin Pendergrast, of the group Christians for Human
Rights, said that, while the religious Right was increasing
in influence, progressive Christian organisations had been
sidelined.  'I suppose they would rather have them in the
tent pissing out, than outside pissing in,' he said.  'It's
just a pity no one asked us.'

----------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings digest ]



UK: _Shortage of therapy for sex offenders_
UK: _More Girls Are Locked Up_
UK: _Prison inspector says UK child jails breach UN Convention_
UK: _'Blacklist' challenge rejected by court - but will go to appeal_
UK: _Agony Aunt's False Allegation Nightmare_
UK: _Childcare drive will be "magnet for paedophiles"_
UK: _Ministers to remove thousands from sex register_
UK: _Eton targeted in paedophile inquiry at top public schools_
UK: _Mistakes in verdict records taint crime statistics_
UK: _Police called in over children's sex guide_
UK: _Court says Government has failed to ban cane_
UK: _Details on the report on overhaul of sexual offences law_
UK: _Sex offenders' register is seldom used by police_
UK: _Police in Scotland have 'set up unofficial paedophile list'_

Austria: _Justice Minister Moots Community Notification for Paedophiles_
Canada: _Prostitution law struck down as unconstitutional_
Canada: _Anglican Church Will Cut Staff to Avoid Abuse Bankruptcy_

USA: _Kids Know Oral Sex Doesn't Suck in Denver_
USA: _Supreme Court Ruling on Sentencing Threatens a Flood of Appeals_
USA: _Virginia To Increase Sex Crimes Sentences_
USA: 'Two Strikes' bill targets pedophiles_
USA: _US judge says porn law in unconstitutional_
USA: _State high court won't review; appeal ruling stands,
     but second case on horizon_
USA: _Children 'too friendly with net friends'_

Thailand: _Pattaya claims it will clamp-down on paedophiles_
South Africa: _Welfare boss claims SA is 'ignoring child sex boom'_

Security: _Boffins show how to defy e-snooping bill_
Security: _Freedom publishes source code_
Security: _PGP flaw will be quickly plugged_
Security: _Chainmail offers free end-to-end ISP encryption_
Privacy: _Booking suspects: we know what you're reading_
Security: _Netscape Java applet displays hard drive_
Security: Mojo Nation v1.0 beta

Science: _Vegetarians are more likely to have daughters_

Arts: UK: Censorship: _'Mummy, are we going to prison?'_
Arts: Japan: Manga: _Drawing on male fantasies_
Arts: Literature: _A frenzied surge of the pen_

Academic note
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August 24th 2000

_Shortage of therapy for sex offenders_

THE Prison Service is failing to provide hundreds of
criminals with sex offender treatment because of a shortage
of therapists and managers, according to a report published
today.

It means that sex offenders are being released from jail
without having treatment to deal with their behaviour and
are at risk of re-offending as many do not consider their
crimes to be abuse.

Only 585, or 11.5 per cent, of sex offenders in jails in
England and Wales completed treatment programmes, despite a
pledge by the Prison Service that it would reach 700.

The report by the Prison Reform Trust discloses that more
than 4,000 sex offenders in the 135 jails in England and
Wales did not take part in sex treatment programmes.

The service blamed its failure on a shortage of qualified
staff. It also admitted that in some jails the programme
had not met the quality demanded by accreditation panels.

A spokesman for the Prison Service said last night that a
recruitment drive was under way to bring in more new
therapists.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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12th August 2000

_More Girls Are Locked Up_

The number of girls being sent to prison increased by 382
percent between 1992 and 1998, the Howard League For Penal
Reform said yesterday.

At the same time, the number of girls offending fell by
25 percent, the league said.

Ms Frances Cook, director of the Howard League, sad: "These
figures explode the myth that girls are becoming more
violent. The huge increase in the number of girls being
sent to prison is a result of more punitive sentencing,
not increasing crime.

The Howard League is especially asking the Home Secretary,
Jack Straw, to look urgently at action to stop Romany girls
as young as 13 being jailed.  The League is asking Mr Straw
to look into five cases where Romany [gypsy] girls have been
locked away in secure units.

One girl of just 13 was sentenced to four months in prison
after being convicted of theft.  Another 16 year old girl
was convicted of theft and sentenced to detention in a
secure unit where her baby was taken away from her.

In June a 13-year-old boy was sentenced in London to
two years' detention for drug dealing.

Changes in the law mean that children as young as 10 can
now be tried as if adult.

--

12th August 2000

_Prison inspector says UK child jails breach UN Convention_

Ministers were accused by the Government's chief
prisons inspector yesterday of breaching a major UN
Convention.

Sir David Ramsbotham said the conditions in which
children under 18 were being held were in breach of the
Government's obligations under the 1989 Children's Act and
the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child.

Sir David said the current and previous Government were
responsible for the crisis, highlighted yesterday by the
resignation of a high-flier from the Prison Service in
protest at what he described as "Dickensian" conditions.

Ian Thomas, 29, left his 38,000 UKP a year post at Feltham,
west London - the country's largest child jail - after the
attempted suicide of a 17-year-old inmate, complaining
that it was being used to "warehouse" its child population.

Mr Thomas, a graduate entrant, had reached the position of
deputy governor of the under-18s wing at Feltham. Yesterday,
Feltham was holding 284 inmates under 18 - which is 40 more
than capacity.

Frances Crook, of the Howard League for Penal Reform, said
that the recent deaths were not isolated examples. 'There
are simply too many kids in the system, so they end up
being stockpiled in prisons. More children will die if
this continues.'

--

Sidebar:

 'Cells were extremely untidy, badly maintained with
 peeling paint, draughty windows, crumbling plasterwork,
 broken toilet seats and sinks. Walls were covered with
 graffiti and the majority of the furniture was in poor
 repair. Mattresses were worn and curtains not provided.
 Toilet areas in shared cells and dormitories did not have
 doors or screens. The worst examples were found in single
 cells that were occupied by two young prisoners in which
 the toilet was only several inches away from the bunk beds
 and without privacy screens.'
 (Inspectors' report, September 1999.)

Phillip Griffin, 17, from Leeds was serving a 10-month
sentence for theft, despite warnings from his lawyer that
he would not be able to cope with life inside. Griffin
was only weeks into his sentence when he was found hanged
in his cell on 1 August.

Sharon Moore, who runs the Children's Society's remand
project, said last night: 'These places have become the
dumping ground for some of the most vulnerable young people
in our society. Prison just brutalises and isolates them;
this case is an example of how it can go terribly wrong.'
She said young offenders' institutions and local authority
secure units for even younger children were full to
bursting point.

New inmates were subjected to ritual humiliation on their
arrival, a Children's Society worker at a West Midlands
young offenders' institution told reporters. Jan Chown
said the younger boys were forced to shout nursery rhymes
from the windows of their cells to identify them for future
bullying. 'It is completely degrading. This kind of
experience does absolutely nothing for these children who
would be better off serving their sentences in the
community.'

A recent Home Office report into the impact of custodial
sentences on young people showed that even short sentences
have a devastating effect by immersing them in criminal
culture. This often encouraged petty offenders to go on
to commit more serious crimes.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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July 29th 2000

_'Blacklist' challenge rejected by court - but will go to appeal_

A former primary school teacher who was subject to unproven
allegations of sexually abusing young children yesterday
lost his High Court challenge to the legality of an
official blacklist which has made him unemployable.

Lawyers for SW, who cannot be named for legal reasons, said
the Health Consultancy Service Index of people deemed
unsuitable to work with children lacked safeguards and
breached the European Convention on Human Rights.

But Mr Justice Newman, sitting in London, ruled that the
index did not infringe SW's rights under either domestic
law or the convention.

SW was first suspended from teaching in 1992 after unproven
allegations by primary school pupils and parents.

He has now been given permission to renew his challenge in
the Court of Appeal. The whole case may be examined again
once the Convention becomes law in October.

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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Mail on Sunday

_EXCLUSIVE: AGONY AUNT'S SEXUAL ABUSE NIGHTMARE_

Author and agony-aunt Anne Atkins reveals for the first
time today how she and her vicar husband had to live
through a "nightmare" after it was alleged - wrongly - that
their nine-year-old daughter Serena had been sexually
abused.

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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August 3rd 2000

_Childcare drive will be "magnet for paedophiles"_

The Professional Association of Nursery Nurses said the
drive to recruit 83,000 new childcare workers was a
"magnet for paedophiles", after ministers dismissed its
call to require police checks on hundreds of voluntary
workers with children. The growth of breakfast and
homework clubs, many not directly organised by schools,
was fertile ground for paedophiles, it claimed.

Tricia Pritchard, the association's professional officer,
said that the recruitment drive launched last month
undermined years of campaigning for a national register
of child carers.

----------------------------------------------------------
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13th August 2000

_Ministers to remove thousands from sex register_

The Sunday Telegraph reports that ministers are being
forced to remove thousands of names from the sex offenders'
register because of the new Human Rights Act.

The move to drop names follows warnings that the register
of will be declared unlawful under "right to privacy"
clauses unless it is urgently amended. A review of the
register is being carried out and proposals will be unveiled
in the autumn.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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6th August 2000

_Eton targeted in paedophile inquiry at top public schools_

ETON COLLEGE has been targeted by police detectives
investigating an alleged ring of suspected paedophile
teachers in Britain's top public schools.

A police document reveals that officers set up Operation
Fledgling, a full-scale intelligence-gathering investigation,
into allegations that some pupils at the country's most
prominent public school had been subjected to sexual abuse.

Disclosure of the inquiry will be especially sensitive
because Prince Harry is a pupil at the 15,000 UKP-a-year
school and Prince William, his older brother, has only
recently left.

The year-long inquiry, which ended in 1998, targeted known
or suspected "homosexuals/ paedophiles" at Eton and
Wellington College, Berkshire, and at Harrow,
Hurstpierpoint and five other prominent private schools.

Both Eton and Wellington declined to discuss the matter
last week, but no teachers have been suspended or charged.

The inquiry was closed because of insufficient evidence.
Police sources confirmed that extensive files had been
drawn up on suspects, including three teachers at Eton, one
at Wellington and nine others at four other private
schools.

The inquiry was launched after a former Eton teacher went
to the police alleging that a serving master was abusing
pupils. The allegations were so serious that police began
to examine the nexus of connections between known or
suspected paedophiles and the master.

In a separate raid, letters were found linking the Eton
master to a convicted paedophile from Sheffield who had
been arrested by customs officers after trying to smuggle
paedophile literature through Heathrow airport.

The police document names three Eton staff and gives their
phone numbers, addresses and the names and addresses of
some of their friends and colleagues at other schools.
It identifies one master at Wellington as a
"known/suspected homosexual/paedophile".

Detectives interviewed one Eton pupil said to be closely
involved with the prime suspect, but the pupil declined to
make any allegations. Chief Inspector Jim Trotman of Thames
Valley police said: "There was an investigation under the
name Operation Fledgling in 1997. No evidence was found
sufficient for any proceedings of any nature."

In 1997, teachers at Sedburgh and Durham public schools
were raided by detectives from Scotland Yard's paedophilia
squad. Masters from six public schools were questioned and
videos, computer equipment and letters were seized. At
least two teachers were cautioned by police and required to
leave their jobs.

A nationwide inquiry into suspected paedophiles at top
public schools began after a former teacher at Abberley
Hall in Worcestershire allegedly confessed to a colleague
to being part of a network of paedophiles.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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conviction rate" debate)
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August 9th 2000

_Mistakes in verdict records may taint crime statistics_

Errors in recording the outcome of court cases are
preventing Crown Prosecution Service managers from judging
their lawyers' performance and properly compiling
statistics, a report has disclosed.

More than 100,000 magistrates court cases are being
misrecorded each year, according to the CPS Inspectorate.

The results of 6,000 more serious cases, heard at Crown
Court, are also being wrongly recorded, the review of
1,500 cases suggested.

At magistrates' courts the outcomes of 8.1 per cent of
cases were incorrect in the CPS records, it found; the
error rate in Crown Court cases was 4.9 per cent.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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August 8th 2000

_Police called in over children's sex guide_

Scotland Yard's obscene publications unit is investigating
a complaint against a sex education booklet aimed at
teenagers.

The complaint against the booklet, published by Brook, a
sexual health charity, was made by LIFE, an anti-abortion
pressure group.

LIFE says that the book - _Say Yes? Say No? Say Maybe?_ -
breaks the law because it is inciting children to engage
in criminal activity by encouraging them to have under-age
sex.

The booklet features a "good grope guide", step-by-step
advice about how to start foreplay and have sex, suggesting
different positions to try, and graphics on how to put on
a condom. It was first published in 1991 and was updated
and relaunched last week as part of Sexual Health Week.

Brook is supported by the Department of Health and receives
government funding.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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August 5th 2000

_Just say no to sex, teenage boys to be told_

BOYS have always bragged about their sex lives, real
or imagined.  But those who do so from October are to
be targeted for "re-education" by a government health
campaign aimed at reducing teenage sex.

A spokeswoman for the Department of Health said that many
teenage boys were not as sexually active as they claim to
be. "Around one third of boys aged under 16 are sexually
active. Many boys need to be given help turning down sex,"
she said.

The campaign will remind those who really are sexually
active that they could face hefty maintenance bills from
the Child Support Agency as soon as they start work if they
father a child and then do not stay around to support the
mother. However, previous campaigns that have been aimed
largely at underage girls appear to have had little success.

----------------------------------------------------------



UK/Scotland:
----------------------------------------------------------

3rd August 2000

_Sex offenders' register is seldom used by police_

POLICE have logged the whereabouts of 97 per cent of all
convicted serious sex offenders on the Sex Offender Register
- but rarely use the information to prevent or investigate
crime, a Home Office study disclosed yesterday.

The Home Office report, _Where Are They Now?_, was released
despite warnings that it could inflame the current violent
situation.

The report warns that the register may create "unrealistic
expectations" from the public, since some police forces
are doing only "the minimum compatible with their obligations,
namely maintaining a library of register information".  In
many forces, the police themselves seemed to be unaware of
the value of the information they have stored.

Although the 1997 Sex Offenders Act did not give the police
the right to enter a registered offender's home, almost all
will co-operate if an officer turns up on their doorstep,
demanding information.

However, seven out of 43 police forces in England and
Wales did not send an officer to visit any registered sex
offenders during the first year of the register. Another
six visited only some. The other 30 visited all of them.

Overall, only 13 police forces could give the survey team
examples in which they had actually used the register to
prevent crimes, and only 10 had used their registers
during investigations.

Under the 1997 Sex Offenders Act, anyone jailed for 30
months or more for a sexual offence has to register for the
rest of their life. If they are sent to prison for between
six months and 30 months, they have to register for 10
years. Failure to register within 14 days of leaving prison
could involve being sent to jail for up to six months, a
fine of 5,000 UKP, or both. But so far only lenient sentences
have been given to those who fail to tell police their
address. The study says that while there was 97 per cent
compliance with the register, sentences for registration
failure were usually a fine or a discharge. "Only one of
four offenders convicted of giving false details was given
a custodial sentence.

Officers have given warning that compliance with the register
could suffer as sex offenders realise that the Act setting
it up has "few teeth".

The register has been criticised because it applies only
to those convicted of an explicitly sexual offence. It
also omits those convicted overseas who have returned to
Britain, and those who receive sentences of less than
six months.

Some 12,000 people are now on the register, which is
expected to grow by about 4,000 a year, according to the
report covering the first 15 months of its operation.

The Government is also looking at cutting the 14-day period
in which a person has to register, and abolishing
registration by post.

--

26th July 2000

_Police in Scotland have 'set up unofficial paedophile list'_

POLICE in Scotland are believed to have set up an
unofficial list of sex offenders to try to cope with
"vast numbers" of paedophiles who are not accounted for
within the current system.

It is thought that at least 6,000 offenders convicted of a
sexual crime do not appear on the Sex Offenders Register in
Scotland. The register, set up on Sept 1, 1997, does not
require anybody found guilty of a sexual offence before
this date to be listed. Other exemptions include those
convicted of crimes abroad, those who have received lighter
sentences and those convicted of indecent exposure.

The Association of Chief Police Officers in Scotland is
believed to have issued guidelines that forces should
try to complete an unofficial register of sex offenders
who had slipped through the net.

Yesterday a Scottish Executive minister said that he was
unaware the Sex Offenders Register was a devolved
responsibility for Scotland.

Angus MacKay, the deputy Scottish Justice Minister,
provoked astonishment on BBC's Newsnight Scotland, after
he indicated that the Scottish Executive had not known
during the first year of the Scottish Parliament that it
was responsible for the register. He said: "Our early
advice was that it appeared to be a reserved matter for
Westminster. However, we explored that issue further and
I am now pleased to say that it is a devolved matter."

A spokesman for the Executive attempted to play down the
row yesterday and said: "We are consulting on the setting
up of an index of people unsuitable to work with children."

Michael Matheson, SNP deputy justice spokesman, said:
"Did the Home Office misinform the Scottish government by
telling them that the sex offenders register is reserved,
or were the Scottish government ministers happy to dodge
their responsibilities and leave it to the Home Office?"

-----------------------------------------------------------
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July 24th 2000

_Court says Government has failed to ban cane_

Schools campaigning for the right to smack pupils have
been advised by the European Court of Human Rights that
changes in the law last year failed to ban them from using
corporal punishment.

It means effectively that independent schools are still
free to smack or use the cane, provided parents agree with
their code of discipline.

The European Court registrar's advice has taken officials
from the Department for Education and Employment by
surprise, and they are studying the implications. Despite
the advice, schools have not resumed corporal punishment
because of fears that the Government could still blacklist
the teachers involved.

The group of 40 independent schools, which is challenging
the Government in the court in Strasbourg, will wait until
a full hearing takes place next year. However, the interim
advice has given them renewed confidence that they will win
a ruling in their favour and can resume what they call
"loving discipline".

Ministers intended to ban corporal punishment in
independent schools by amending previous legislation in
last September's School Standards and Framework Act. The
cane was outlawed in state schools in the 1986 Education
Act.

However, reports of the death of corporal punishment that
appeared in the media last year now seem premature.

The challenge to the Government is being led by Philip
Williamson, Headmaster of the Christian Fellowship School
in Edge Hill, Liverpool.

A letter, addressed to Mr Williamson's barrister from a
legal secretary in the European Court of Human Rights
registry, admitted that the Government's amendment last
September "does not, in terms, abolish corporal
punishment".

-------------------------------------------------------------
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[ More details on the report proposing a radical overhaul
of sexual offences law, proposed last week: ]

Last week's report *Setting the Boundaries* was produced by
the Sexual Offences Review Group. It covers the range of
human sexuality - from rape to bestiality, from
homosexuality to necrophilia. The law is contained in more
than a dozen Acts. The steering group included a police
officer, a retired Canon of Westminster, a stipendiary
magistrate, members of Victim Support and the NSPCC, a
couple of eminent lawyers and representatives of government
departments.

[...] the report's authors want a new public order
offence to deal with "sexual behaviour that a person knew
or should have known was likely to cause distress, alarm or
offence to others in a public place".

The report also suggests that there should be certain
people who, by law, cannot be considered capable of
consenting to sex, including all children under 13, and
some patients and adults in care.

They propose a serious new offence of adult sexual abuse
of a child, applying to all acts involving adults over 18
and children under 16. There would be no time limit on this
offence.

There would be a new offence of sexual activity between
minors, covering sex between children under 18, where one
or both is under the age of consent. Both partners could
be prosecuted.

There would also be a new offence of "persistent abuse of
a child". This would mean that where an adult has been
convicted of a few specimen charges of abusing the same
child, the court can infer that the abuse probably carried
on continually over a period and impose an appropriate
punishment for this.

Another new offence would be "sexual exploitation of a
child", applying to all adults involved in child
prostitution, as pimps or customers.

The authors want the incest laws scrapped and replaced
with a "more modern" offence prohibiting sex between
children under 18 and their blood relations, adoptive
parents and siblings, step-parents, foster carers, or
anyone in a position of responsibility within the family.

There would be a new offence of sexual assault by
penetration, for all other penetration without consent,
to be treated as seriously as rape. Another new offence
would cover groping.

The Children's Society proposed that there should be new
or revised law against voyeurism.

-------------------------------------------------------------





Austria:
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August 2000

_Justice Minister Moots Community Notification for Paedophiles_

Austria, Dieter Bohmdorfer, the justice minister, yesterday
raised the possibility of his country publicising information
about convicted paedophiles, saying it appeared to be the
will of the public.

Mr Bohmdorfer, from the openly fascist Freedom Party, told
Austrian State radio that making such information public
could be necessary to protect victims.

Editors of leading Austrian newspapers have already said that
they will not take part in such a campaign.

The debate over whether information on convicted paedophiles
should be made public follows the recent campaign by the
News of the World which published the names and photographs
of alleged paedophiles.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
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29th July 2000

_Prostitution law struck down as unconstitutional_

A judge has ruled Alberta's controversial child
prostitution law is unconstitutional, depriving police of
the power to lock up young prostitutes for 72 hours without
charges.

Family court Judge Karen Jordan found the law
unconstitutional Friday because it allowed authorities to
apprehend someone without obtaining a search warrant and
deprived detainees of the right to answer allegations or
to judicial appeal.

The judge rejected a government request to stay her ruling,
saying it could call a special sitting to amend the law
before the legislative session scheduled in the fall.

Children's Services Minister Iris Evans said she hadn't
expected the legislation to be invalidated.

The provincial government will decide Monday whether to
appeal the ruling. A spokesman for Premier Ralph Klein said
Friday he will consider an earlier sitting to amend the
legislation.

In the meantime, however, police will no longer be allowed
to apprehend kids.

Police are also reviewing the decision to see what effect
the ruling will have on their procedures.

Stephen Jenuth, president of the Alberta Civil Liberties
Association, said the provincial government was to blame
for the ruling.

"The legislature, our MLAs, did not do their jobs," Jenuth
said. "They did not look at what safeguards needed to be
built in to ensure the law was constitutional."

Justice critic Sue Olsen said the ruling was not a surprise.

"We did argue from the outset and then question why we
would be apprehending young people, or anybody, without
having a right to appeal, a right to a lawyer. There's
nothing in this legislation that allows for that," said
Olsen, a former police officer.

The constitutional challenge was launched in family court
by two 17-year-old girls who were picked up by police
last September and held against their will.

The law defines children younger than 18 involved in
prostitution as victims of sexual abuse and allows
authorities, usually police, to apprehend and hold them for
72 hours without charges or access to a lawyer. Its aim is
to keep young girls off the street. There have been 343
apprehensions across Alberta, including 70 in Calgary.
The vast majority were aged 17 and 18. Only two were males.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_Anglican Church Will Cut Staff to Avoid Abuse Bankruptcy_

August 10th 2000

Canada's Anglican church will sack about a dozen people and
begin shedding operations next week as it struggles with the
threat of bankruptcy, the National Post reported, citing
Archdeacon Jim Boyles.

The church has been hit with 1,600 lawsuits from former students
at church-run schools for Indian children, many of whom are
claiming physical or sexual abuse, the newspaper said.

Boyles told the paper that the church may have to lay off more
staff and trim operations further in the coming months. It may
seek protection from its creditors under the Canadian Creditors'
Arrangement Act.

In May, the Anglican church wrote a letter to parishioners
assuring them that financial gifts weren't paying for legal
problems.

The church's governing body in Canada has unprotected assets of
about C$10 million, the paper said. Last year, it spent about
C$1.5 million on legal fees and compensation for people with
making claims against it.

The Anglican Synod, the national arm overlooking diocese and
parishes across Canada, was forced last year to liquidate C$1.5
million ($1 million) in assets to cover costs from lawsuits by
1,600 plaintiffs.

The lawsuits stem from the time when the church ran 26
residential schools -- the primary tools Canada used to
assimilate Indians, dating back to the 1820s.

The accusations of abuse, which took place before 1969, coincide
with about 7,000 similar claims targeting the federal government.

In these cases, the church has often been cited as a third party
along with the government. In two recent decisions in the western
province of British Columbia, the Anglican church and the
government have been found jointly liable.

------------------------------------------------------------------





USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

25th June 2000

_Kids Know Oral Sex Doesn't Suck in Denver_

The chief of psychiatry at Children's Hospital in Denver
says oral sex is "huge right now in middle schools."

Dr. Jeff Dolgan hears it from school counselors "all
over" Denver, especially those in upscale districts.

"It is a paradigm shift that frankly, I don't understand,"
says Dolgan. "And it's an area where there's been very
little research."

President Clinton's dalliance last year, and detailed
coverage of it in the media, undoubtedly had huge
influence, Dolgan points out.

"Our president didn't think oral sex was sex, so what
message does that send kids?"

Additionally, it was a rare parent who opens his mouth
to discuss particulars of Monicagate with his or her
children.

 [ ... he goes on to say how awful the influence of TV/Games/
   Porn/Internet is, blah blah... You can almost hear him
   drooling as he details it all. ]

---------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
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July 24th 2000

_Supreme Court Ruling on Sentencing Threatens a Flood of Appeals_

WASHINGTON -- A largely overlooked U.S. Supreme Court
decision has called into question the sentences of tens of
thousands of federal prisoners and threatens to swamp
prosecutors and the court system with thousands of appeals.

The seemingly isolated ruling struck down a New Jersey
hate crimes law that increased prison time for conduct
that was never considered by a jury. But last week, a U.S.
appeals court ruled that the same principle applies in thousands
of federal drug cases, and analysts say that dozens of other
state and federal statutes may be unconstitutional based on
the ruling.

In the long run, some analysts and prosecutors say, the
June 26 decision also could jeopardize federal sentencing
guidelines and similar state systems.

"Everybody and their brother is going to challenge their
sentence, as well they should," said Susan Klein, a
University of Texas law professor and a former federal
prosecutor. She and a colleague have identified 39 federal
and 20 state laws that may be unconstitutional under the
decision. "It's just going to be a disaster."

Indeed, the Department of Justice has convened an
emergency committee to study the ramifications, defense
attorneys are tossing references to the case into their
appeals, and federal circuit courts around the country are
bracing for a flood of new cases.

At issue in the 5-to-4 decision in Apprendi v. New Jersey
is how much leeway judges have in sentencing defendants to
additional time based on facts that were not part of a
criminal indictment and were never voted on by a jury. The
court ruled that the Sixth Amendment bars judges from going
above the statutory maximum sentence by using such extra
evidence.

"It's a case of enormous potential importance, and we're
going to have to spend a lot of time dealing with it,"
said Edward Becker, chief judge of the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the 3d Circuit, which covers New Jersey,
Delaware and Pennsylvania.

Federal judges and prosecutors are beginning to handle
jury instructions and grand jury indictments differently to
take into account the new rules.

In Apprendi, the Supreme Court found that, on its face,
the New Jersey law was unconstitutional because it allowed
a judge to give a defendant more prison time on a firearms
charge than the statutory maximum after finding that the
crime was racially motivated.

The implications are much broader, judges, lawyers and
analysts say. ''Other than the fact of a prior conviction,
any fact that increases the penalty for a crime beyond the
prescribed statutory maximum must be submitted to a jury
and proved beyond a reasonable doubt." said the decision
written by Justice John Paul Stevens.

That principle is only fair, say defense attorneys, who
have argued for years that it is wrong to give their
clients more jail time based on hearsay evidence never
considered by a jury.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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June 23rd 2000

_Virginia To Increase Sex Crimes Sentences_

Virginia could become one of the first states to increase
prison sentences for sex offenders based on a formula that
predicts their alleged chances of getting arrested again.

The Virginia Sentencing Commission's proposal, announced
Thursday, would add to sentences for sex offenders according
to a point scale based on factors such as education, age and
where the original crime took place.

The proposal would quadruple the maximum recommended sentence
for sex offenders who score poorly, and recommend incarceration
for some less serious offenders who likely would not go to
prison under current guidelines.

State judges would not be legally bound by the guidelines,
which will take effect in July 2001 unless the legislature
intervenes, said Richard Kern, commission director.

The Sentencing Commission claims nine factors correlate with
likely recidivism, including a young age at the time of the
offense, the lack of regular employment or a high school
education, sexual penetration of the victim and prior arrests
and incarceration. Each factor is assigned a point value, and
the points are added to obtain each subject's score.

Marvin D. Miller, president-elect of the Virginia College of
Defense Attorneys, said the study is deeply flawed because it
defines recidivism as being "re-arrested", rather than
"convicted".

"It doesn't take anything to be arrested," Miller said. "You
can always arrest the usual suspects, and police often do that
if there's a sex offense and a convicted sex offender is living
down the street."

( see above - _Supreme Court Ruling on Sentencing Threatens a
Flood of Appeals_ - for how this law might be unconstitutional )

---------------------------------------------------------------
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_'Two Strikes' bill targets pedophiles_

27th July 2000

Washington -- Pedophiles convicted of a sex crime against a
child would get mandatory life sentences after a second such
conviction under a measure approved by the House Tuesday.

The bill, dubbed "Two Strikes, You're Out," passed by a
voice vote.

Under the bill, if an offender convicted of any previous
sex crime against a child -- whether in state or federal
jurisdiction -- then commits a second sex crime falling
under federal jurisdiction, the new legislation would apply.

The law is based on claims that pedophiles are four times
more likely than other criminals to recommit their crime.

Federal sex crimes include crimes such as transporting a
minor across state lines for illegal sexual purposes, some
kidnappings and sexual assault or molestation occurring on
federal lands. The federal rules are often used in police
'sting' operations in which no actual child is involved.

Rep. Robert Scott, D-Va., voiced opposition to the bill,
citing concerns that a 19-year-old convicted twice of
statutory rape for having consensual sex with a
willing 15-year-old partner could face the same life sentence
as a two-time violent rapist.

The Senate has not yet taken action on the measure.

The bill, H.R. 4047, can be found at http://thomas.loc.gov

--

  [ The assumption on which this Bill is based flies in
    the face of detailed hard evidence on recidivism:

A report by the British Home Office's Policing & Reducing Crime
Unit (PRC unit) has clearly stated that: "the vast majority of
child sex offenders know their victims, act alone and are
**less likely to reoffend than other criminals**."  (my
emphasis).  The recent figures supplied by the Home Office's
own researchers [http://www.homeoffice.gov.uk/prgpubs.htm]
show clearly that reconviction rates are about 20 per cent
over 20 years, whereas non-sexual offenders are reconvicted
at a rate of about 50 per cent over two years.  That stands
in stark contrast to the claims made by self-interested
charities who have stated again and again that paedophiles
are 'incurable'.

In January 1999 the UK press reported a landmark study into
a sex offender therapy programme which showed that just
3.2 per cent were reconvicted of a sexual offence.  The
study tracked more than 150 people on the West Midlands
Probation Service programme.  Launched five years ago, it is
the largest of its kind in the UK and has already seen 300
offenders pass through.  Manager David Middleton was quoted
as saying "The size of the sample, the length of the study
and the very thorough evaluation of the programme is what
makes this a landmark study."

In Canada in April 1998 a massive review of all existing
research was published
[http://www.sgc.gc.ca/epub/corr/e199604/e199604.htm].
Undertaken by psychologist R. Karl Hanson, a researcher in
the Canadian Solicitor General's office, it reviewed 61
studies that covered a total of 23,393 offenders.  It found
that more than a third of convicted sex offenders commit
another crime after they leave prison, but only 13.4 percent
of them commit another sex crime.  Hanson admitted this
figure may be low because many crimes never get reported and
because of the relatively short follow-up time.  But even in
studies that tracked sex offenders for up to 20 years,
Hanson reported, recidivism rates almost never rose above 40
percent. ]

-------------------------------------------------------------
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9th Aug 2000

_Naughton gets house-arrest_

_The former Infoseek exec, convicted of arranging sex with
a minor online, may be helping authorities nab Internet
paedophiles_

Former Infoseek executive Patrick Naughton probably won't
be going to jail, despite his conviction on 'sting' charges
of travelling across state lines to have sex with a minor.

Naughton, 35, who pleaded guilty in March, faces sentencing
in federal court Wednesday in Los Angeles.  He will likely
get nine-month home detention, and he will have to pay a
$20,000 fine. The government plans to ask that Naughton
receive five years of probation and substantial restrictions
on his contact with children and chat rooms.

Normally the charge carries a maximum of 15 years behind
bars, but Naughton will get a lighter sentence because he's
said to be helping the police nab paedophiles who operate
online.

Naughton is believed to have helped with tools the FBI
does not yet have, such as "IP number capturing" software
"chat monitoring" software, "image matching" software
and "steganography detection" software.

------------------------------------------------------------
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10th August 2000

_US judge says porn law in unconstitutional_

A Virginia judge has blocked enforcement of a federal law
which places restrictive Internet laws on pornography and
sex-related content, saying that it breaks the US' First
Amendment.

A coalition which includes trade groups representing
companies including Microsoft, America Online, the ACLU
and 16 professional groups, filed a lawsuit against the 1998
Child Online Protection Act, which requires commercial Web
sites to get proof of a user's age before allowing access
to a site. Judge James H Michael Jr accepted the argument
that it was impractical.

The law makes it a crime to sell, rent or lend sexually
explicit photos or stories to juveniles and forms part of a
nationwide movement to protect kids at the expense of
everyone else. A lawyer made the case that the law is also
vague on what would be deemed offensive - sex education
guides and art materials could easily be interpreted as
being too adult for children.

Backing the lawsuit, the Judge produced a 31-page piece
on his decision.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
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_State high court won't review; appeal ruling stands, but
second case on horizon_

California's Internet porn law, which makes it a crime to
send sexual messages electronically to seduce a minor, has
survived its first test in the state courts.

The state Supreme Court unanimously denied review Wednesday
of an appellate ruling that upheld the 1998 law and allowed
it to be used to prosecute a case in San Diego County.

Another appellate court in San Francisco is reviewing a
challenge to the same law and could reach a different
conclusion. But for now, the high court's action leaves
prosecutors free to enforce the law statewide.

The decision is "a victory for the protection of
California's children," said Nathan Barankin, spokesman for
Attorney General Bill Lockyer.

Defense lawyer Laura Schaefer said she plans to appeal to
the U.S. Supreme Court. "Laws like this can paralyze speech
on the Internet," she said.

The nation's high court ruled in 1997 that a federal law,
which made it a crime to display sexually indecent material
to minors over the Internet, violated free expression by
censoring material that would not be obscene for adults.

The California law is similar but also requires prosecutors
to prove that the transmission was intended to seduce
someone the sender knows, or should know, is a minor. An
appellate court ruled in March that the additional
requirement was enough to insulate the law from a free-speech
challenge.

Noting that states have varying laws on sex with minors,
Justice Patricia Benke wrote in a 2-1 ruling of the 4th District
Court of Appeal, "Someone considered to be a pedophile in
California might be considered a legitimate purveyor of
pornography or a suitor in, for example, Colorado or
Hawaii, where the age of consent for sexual relations is 15
and 14, respectively."

---------------------------------------------------------------
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7th August 2000

_Children 'too friendly with net friends'_

CHILDREN could be putting themselves in danger by giving
their home addresses to the friends they meet in internet
chatrooms, a study has found.

Researchers claim that "up to 50 per cent" of children who
use the internet do so unchecked by parents.

A study by the NOP Research Group found that of the four
million children aged seven to 16 who surf the net, 29 per
cent would happily supply their home address while 14 per
cent would give their email address.

Barbie Clarke, director of NOP Family, a division of the
group, said the implications were frightening. She said:
"Kids who surf the web regard themselves as net-savvy, yet
they are incredibly vulnerable. Not only will kids supply
their address to companies, many of them believe that if
they make a 'virtual friend' it is perfectly OK to give
them their home address."

-----------------------------------------------------------





Thailand:
-----------------------------------------------------------

17th May 2000

_Pattaya claims it will clamp-down on paedophiles_

PATTAYA police chief Col. Pinich Satcharoen claims the
force is cleaning up the tourist resort and clamping
down on sex crimes.

Addressing a visiting delegation of Australian and
American police agents over the weekend, Superintendent
Pinich offered the visitors direct access to crime records
and local resources in a bid to aggressively pursue
alleged foreign paedophiles.

To underline his commitment to the new spirit of
cooperation, Pinich opened the computer records at
Pattaya's Police Investigation Center for Women and
Children. The records contain detailed information on
a mix of suspected and convicted foreign paedophiles
who have links with Pattaya.

Pinich admitted corruption within the ranks of the Pattaya
police had posed a barrier to his clean-up operations.
"We have managed to clean out a lot of the dirty officers
that have caused problems."

Asked where the so-called "dirty officers" had gone,
Pinich was blunt: "They have been moved to the border."

As a result of a more heavy-handed approach by local
police, a number of foreign _paedophiles _have forsaken
Pattaya and moved to Cambodia, he said.

In the four-year period from 1996 to 1999 a total of 37
cases involving _paedophiles _were investigated by Pattaya
police.

Visiting Australian federal agents underlined that Thai
police needed to gather evidence in a specific and regimented
manner in order to help secure successful convictions of
suspected paedophiles.

"We need to get strong scientific evidence to secure a
conviction in the Australian courts," Detective Superintendent
Kevin McTavish, a federal agent attached to the Australian
embassy in Bangkok, said.

McTavish, together with two detectives from Canberra,
visited Pattaya as part of a A$60,000 (Bt1.35 million)
Australian government-backed training programme for Thai
police officers.

Special Agent David Watson of the US Naval Criminal
Investigation Service was in Pattaya incidentally as
part of the joint US-Thai military exercise known as
Cobra Gold.

Watson said he was eager to share any information at his
disposal to help the Pattaya police clamp down on
American-born paedophiles.

The Bt3-million Police Investigation Center for Women and
Children at Pattaya has been in operation for four months
and is staffed by four police officers, including three
mid-ranking female officers.

---------------------------------------------------------
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26th August 2000

_Welfare boss claims South Africa is 'ignoring child sex boom'_

CAPE TOWN is becoming one of the world's leading
child-sex tourist destinations. The rapid expansion of the
illicit trade could involve hundreds of thousands of
children recruited to provide material for pornographic
websites, videos and magazines.

So claimed Andre Viviers, South Africa's assistant director of
child welfare, claimed that law enforcement officials were
aware of the trend but had either turned a blind eye for fear
of bringing tourism into disrepute or had taken bribes.

Viviers gave no hard evidence for his claims, but said
South Africans were dismayed earlier this month when Leon
van Nierop, 47, a popular film critic and writer, and
Tascoe Luc De Reuck, 27, a former presenter of the
*CrimeStop* television programme, were arrested for
allegedly possessing and importing child pornography. Both
men were released on bail of 5,000 rands each. They are
due to appear at Johannesburg's Randburg Magistrates' Court
in September.

President Mbeki has recently created a task force to propose
new laws so police can take action against individuals
who collect illegal pictures and videos from child-sex
websites.  South Africa's 107 Internet service providers
will be required to report offenders and supply evidence.

Existing laws specify a fine of 5,000 rands (500 UKP) or five
years in jail for anyone caught in possession of child
pornography. It is also an offence to seek or download
child pornography. The onus is on the prosecution "to prove
that the material had been accessed intentionally", Retha
Meint-jies, a lawyer on the presidential task force, said.

-----------------------------------------------------------





UK security:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Boffins show how to defy e-snooping bill_

30th July 2000

The ink of royal assent is barely dry on the Government's
e-mail regulation bill, and computer programmers have
already produced an idiot's guide explaining how to get
round it.

The Regulation of Investigatory Powers (RIP) bill is
principally aimed at giving police and other official
bodies the scope to monitor e-mails, and other forms of
private internet use. As such, it has provoked numerous
objections from both the online community and traditional
business groups.

So while ministers have been hammering out the finer
details of the bill, two leading internet security experts
have been putting together advice on how users can avoid
having mails intercepted, allowing them to tap away
unobserved.

The bill would insist that internet service providers
(ISPs) install "black box" activity recorders on their
premises, and allow the Government access to them. The
advice offered by the techies explains in simple terms how
an individual can circumvent the ISP, and put
communications directly on to the internet, and then to the
intended recipient.

The authors, Ian Brown and former Ministry of Defence
information expert Brian Gladman, published details
last week in a last-ditch attempt to explain why the RIP
bill is unworkable.

They describe the bill as "technically inept" and predict a
time when many users will have their own mail servers
anyway, making the whole project redundant.

According to coverage in New Scientist, other more obvious
methods for beating the black boxes involve using prepaid
a Nokia mobile phone with data cable kit (bought with cash),
coupled with a secure laptop and a selection of free,
anonymous ISP accounts. There are plans to enable police
to track mobile phones, but current technology only allows
locations to be pinpointed to 300 metres - in a built-up
area, this could be anywhere.

The paper has been published by the Foundation for
Information Policy Research, whose director, Caspar Bowden,
is a firm critic of the bill.

http://www.fipr.org/rip/RIPcountermeasures.htm
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26th July 2000

_Freedom publishes source code_

Anonymous Web browsing company Zero-Knowledge Systems
released the source code for its privacy-conscious Internet
browser "Freedom" Tuesday.

The company claims that freeing up the source code for the
Linux version of its anonymous browser will help people
develop secure network solutions using the application.

Freedom allows a user to surf the Net without fear of being
spied on using network routing and pseudonyms.

"In response to the strong demand for our code and in
accordance with our commitment to security through
openness, we are excited to preview the Linux client and
embark on the first step toward releasing the source code,"
said Mike Shaver, Zero-Knowledge chief software officer.
Shaver previously headed up the Mozilla open source
development project, which is behind the forthcoming
Netscape 6 browser.

"Source availability is an important part of any credible
privacy solution," he says.

www.freedom.net

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_PGP flaw will be quickly plugged_

25th August 2000

PGP software can't spot an additional decryption key
that's been maliciously added, but that's about to change_
Security firm Network Associates (NAI) has promised a fix
for versions 5.5.x to 6.5.3 of its PGP (Pretty Good
Protection) encryption software.

The email systems contain a serious security bug discovered
by Ralf Senderek, a German researcher. The vulnerability
could allow an unauthorised third party to read encrypted
emails rendering the software useless.

Senderek found that some PGP software cannot distinguish
between a third-party encryption key that had been
maliciously added to a public PGP key, and one placed with
a user's consent. Some companies add such third-party
encryption to their employee's emails so messages can be
decoded if a member of staff leaves or for criminal
investigations.

Phil Zimmermann, who created PGP, explained that fixing the
bug was a top priority. "We at NAI/PGP were made away of
this bug in PGP early this morning, and we're responding as
fast as we can. We expect to have freeware and commercial
patches released on Friday".

The PGP 6.5.x freeware release will be available from the
MIT Web site, and commercial fixes for versions 5.5.x
upwards will be posted on www.nai.com and www.pgp.com.
A PGP user has one public and one private encryption key.
The public key is used to securely encrypt an email and is
distributed within the public key certificate, either in a
user's emails or on a public server or Web page. To decode
an encrypted email, it is necessary to know the private
key, which the user should keep secure.

Pressure from government bodies led to the creation of
Additional Decryption Keys (ADKs), which are added to the
public key certificate and allow a third party to also
decrypt emails that were encrypted by the public key. If a
user agrees to an ADK being added to his public key, it is
placed within the secure area of the certificate.

Because public key certificates are widely available, it is
simple to add an unauthorised ADK to the insecure. Senderek
discovered that PGP versions 5.5.x to 6.5.3 fail to check
whether an ADK has been placed within the secure area of a
certificate. The implication is that if an unauthorised
person could add their own ADK to a PGP certificate, they
would then be able to read any emails encrypted using the
modified public key.

Because an attacker would still have to intercept the
victim's emails, some security experts believe it unlikely
that this flaw has actually been taken advantage of.
However, there is no way of knowing to what extent this is
true.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_Netscape Java applet displays hard drive_

7th August 2000.

A flaw in Netscape Communications' Web browser could allow
a malicious programmer to view the contents of a victim's
computer over the Internet. A malicious Java applet called
_Brown Orifice_ can force the browser to display a directory
of what's on the victim's hard drive. Victims must visit a
Web page that embed the Java applet, and have Java enabled,
to be vulnerable.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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_Chainmail offers free end-to-end ISP encryption_

A controversial plan by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
to monitor some e-mail messages with its new Carnivore
surveillance system is sparking debate about Internet
privacy, but all the talk may not matter in the long run.

A Charlottesville company has released a product it says
will render Carnivore toothless.  Chainmail Inc. has
introduced a software program that it says will make mincemeat
of Carnivore by encrypting some of the billions of e-mail
messages that are sent each day. It's a David and Goliath
cyberspace software battle.

Chainmail Inc. is a classic Internet startup, formed
in March and housed in a second-floor walk-up office in
downtown Charlottesville. Chainmail's dozen employees, 20-
and 30-somethings who run on couch sleep and caffeine, have
created something that is about to give the FBI fits. The
program is called Mithril.

"What it does is encrypts any e-mail transaction, any e-mail
document that you may want to send," said Chainmail CEO
Rick Gordon.

The program is free to download. Chainmail makes its
money on management fees for ISPs that use it. Profit isn't
the only reason for doing this, though. Chainmail sees it
as a strike for liberty.

"I guess it's the libertarian in all of us that sort
of makes us feel like rogue players. I fully expect I'll be
checking my phone for bugs now," said Gregory.

Of the 500 area residents who use e-mail that were
questioned in a recent Call 12 telephone survey, 94 percent
said privacy on the Internet is important to them.
Seventy-five percent said the FBI should not be allowed to
read their e-mail, and 83 percent said they would want
their e-mail encrypted. The telephone poll was conducted by
Survey USA.

--

http://www.antivore.org/   Mithril Secure Server

 "...a secure, seamless, scalable, managed transaction server
 for ISPs and businesses. Mithril is rapidly and seamlessly
 deployed, works with all major secure e-mail clients, and
 offers true end-to-end transaction security. The system also
 targets the originating and destination address of email -
 something encryption typically doesn't hide."

-----------------------------------------------------------




Privacy:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Booking suspects: we know what you're reading_

9th July 2000

Books and readers - we like to think, have a special and
protected status in our society. The First Amendment to the
Constitution guards our right to write and read whatever we
want, without interference from authorities. So when police
or prosecutors take an interest in what we've been reading,
many of us become uneasy.

And yet from time to time, police or prosecutors do take
such an interest. Last March, an agent of the U.S. Drug
Enforcement Administration appeared at one of Denver's
Tattered Cover Bookstores with a subpoena, demanding
records of a customer's purchases.

Alarm bells went off for owner Joyce Meskis. Ms. Meskis had
watched closely when independent counsel Kenneth Starr
subpoenaed Kramerbooks and Barnes & Noble in Washington,
D.C., for Monica Lewinsky's book purchase records.

Several years before, one of Ms. Meskis' customers had
given her permission to release his book purchase records
to authorities. She did it then but regretted it afterward.
This time, she called her attorney.

"The Kramer case was an important consciousness-raiser for
us," says Ms. Meskis, whose store has two branches. "Most
people purchase a book expecting to take it home, and the
reader and the writer to have a private experience."

Knowing police have access to their purchase records, she
says, "would chill the environment to the extent that
customers would be fearful of purchasing books that might
be considered, while legal, something to be investigated.

"We believe in freedom of ideas."

In the months since, the Denver case has taken many turns.
Authorities still do not have the records they want. But
Tattered Cover isn't off the hook. The dispute is before a
local judge, who will make a decision after a hearing July
26.

In most states, police can't go to a public library to
check borrowing records. Laws protect public libraries from
such searches except under exceptional circumstances. But
there is no special law protecting a store that sells
books.

And not just books. The same year, under pressure from
Christian groups and the police they had run training
for, an Oklahoma City judge decided that the Academy
Award winning film version of Gunter Grass' novel _The
Tin Drum_ contained child pornography. Police visited
local video chains and the public library, where they
seized copies of the video, along with customer records.
Then they called on those who had rented or borrowed
movie.

But bookstores can claim a partial victory, according to
Theresa Chmara, counsel for The Booksellers Foundation for
Free Expression and The Freedom to Read Foundation of the
American Library Association. Ms. Chmara, who is one of
two attorneys representing Tattered Cover.

In the Lewinsky case, Federal District Court Judge Norma
Holloway Johnson ruled that because of the potential "chilling
effect" on privacy and First Amendment rights, the
independent counsel's subpoena would have to meet demanding
tests.

"There had to be a compelling interest to require that the
information be turned over," says Ms. Chmara, "some
rational and reasonable nexus between what the independent
counsel was investigating and what was being sought. It's
not just a fishing expedition."

Does that ruling carry any weight in the Tattered Cover
case?

"I think it does," says Ms. Chmara.

"There's a recognition that there are constitutional rights
involved. What the court recognized - and what we argued -
was that if bookstores are subject to just turning over the
records of what people are reading, people will be
chilled."

Oklahoma City police who tracked down The Tin Drum not only
violated that state's library protection laws, says Ms.
Chmara, who also was involved in that case, but the Federal
Video Privacy and Protection Act as well.

This federal law, passed after reporters got records of
videos rented by Supreme Court nominee Robert Bork,
protects the rights of video rental stores and their
customers.

"The framers of the Constitution were very suspicious of
any government that expressed an interest in anyone's train
of thought," says Bryan Pfaffenberger, who teaches the
ethics of privacy in the University of Virginia Department
of Media Studies.

"A person should be held to account for what he does, and
to some extent for what he says. But it's very dangerous to
hold him to account for what he thinks." Or what you think
he thinks.

In the Soviet empire, Mr. Pfaffenberger points out, mere
possession of certain books was proof that one was an enemy
of the state: "You could get into trouble. Your neighbors
and friends would turn you in.

"This fact was recognized by state legislatures when they
passed laws protecting library records."

According to Judith Krug, director of the Office for
Intellectual Freedom, 47 of the 50 states have such laws.
(Exceptions: Ohio, Kentucky and Hawaii.)

Such laws have not always kept police from prying into
those records, says Ms. Krug. "Over the years - and for
good reason - one law enforcement agency after another
'rediscovers' the value of the library as a tool of
investigation. They think, 'Ah, what does this guy read?'
The assumption is that if you read something, say, about
homosexuality, you must be gay.

"We're compiling hundreds of incidents. A young girl here
in the Chicago area found an abandoned baby in an alley and
took it to the police station. And police went to the
library and found out a she had once checked out a book
on child care."

-----------------------------------------------------------




Security:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Mojo Nation v1.0 beta

http://www.mojonation.net/

Mojo Nation uses your spare machine-resources (much like the
famous SETI screensaver project does) as an anonymous
micro-payment currency to fund file-storage, search-engines
and firewall proxies on a massively distributed network of
machines. Use of Mojo Nation enables you to freely access
this Napster-like network. Your account details are kept in
distributed, untrackable Mojo's.

Free. Windows 98 & Linux, 2.2Mb. Source code too.


_What if?_

_You could publish your web pages without worrying about
their sudden popularity?_ Mojo Nation distributes published
content widely across all participating peers, using
market-based mechanisms to control flash crowds and
efficiently cache data.  When a user downloads content from
Mojo Nation he compensates the peer providing the data with
credits for the resources consumed; popularity does not
increase the cost to the publisher.

_You didn't have to worry about the sudden unpopularity of
your web pages, either?_ Mojo Nation is de-centralized and
secure, once data is published it cannot be deleted or
controlled.  Publishers have their identities hidden with
pseudonyms and can publish without fear of reprisal.
Content consumers can retrieve data with as much anonymity
as they desire, privacy is a simple economic decision.

_You could be paid for putting your extra disk space and
network bandwidth to work?_ Mojo Nation creates a digital
marketplace for the exchange of idle disk space, bandwidth,
and CPU cycles.  By providing services and resources to
other Mojo Nation peers you earn credit that can be used to
consume content or sold for cash.  Freeloaders cannot
consume more than they contribute to the system; they must
purchase more resources from you.

_You could participate in a peer to peer network, knowing
your security and privacy were protected?_ Strong
cryptography protects messages within Mojo Nation.
Pseudonymous access and relay agents protect your privacy
while browsing or providing content.  Simple cost recovery
prevents most denial of service attacks.

_Why build it?_

Since 1970, people have used networked computers to share
content.  Through bulletin boards, Usenet, and the Web,
individuals convey information, images, and ideas that
others wished to censor, remove, or outlaw.  However, each
method has had problems for the consumer or the host system.
These informal, unmoderated methods lack permanence and
stability, and strain under the increasing pressures from
society and limited resources.

Why not invent a stable, reliable and scalable way to upload
and download all digital content?  Simultaneously,
incorporate it into an innovative payment system for
resource allocation that can also solve the problem facing
content creators today: being paid when their work is
distributed online.  By designing an information marketplace
that runs without centralized control and self-organizes as
new members join this data distribution system is resistant
to censorship attempts.

Thus the creation of Mojo Nation.

Mojo Nation is a data service distributed over the Internet
where users can store and search for any data that others
have supplied.  It utilizes the growing global market for
unused disk space, bandwidth, and CPU cycles.  Resources are
bought and sold in this market using "Mojo," a currency that
pays owners of these idle resources and efficiently puts
them to use for everyone.

This service is designed to efficiently harness available
resources to store and distribute the information that
people want to be available.  It does not enforce rules on
what peers can or can't do; instead, Mojo Nation establishes
a simple market with guidelines for how agents should act.
No one tries to enforce compliance with the rules, instead
reputations and past history are used to decide how one
operates and who you trust in a hostile marketplace.

Freedom and liberty are the ultimate goals.  An open market
is an ideal place for people to exercise individual
liberties: to make their own choices about information use
and availability rather than having these choices determined
by national government or local regulation.

_The "tragedy of the commons"_

For hundreds of years, herders grazed their cattle and sheep
on common land.  As long as no individual tried to graze too
many cattle, everybody benefited from the common resource.
The problem is that the benefit for taking more than their
share went to the freeloading herder while the cost was paid
by everyone.  When too many people asserted their
self-interest above the interest of the commons, overgrazing
destroyed the value of the common land.  Biologist Garrett
Hardin described this catastrophe as "the tragedy of the
commons."

In a similar vein, Napster and other distributed
client-servers are built on the shifting sands of
volunteerism.  Freeloaders and parasites cannot be
controlled.  The freeloader gains all the benefit of the
whole system and pushes the cost to those foolish enough to
give away their resources.

_Micropayments and Scalability_

Mojo Nation compensates users who provide the resources,
content, and indexing services.  Effectively preventing
cheating, denial of service, and freeloading, Mojo Nation
fosters an information market for all types of content.

This is accomplished through a micropayment system which
denominates the internal tokens, called Mojo, in the
same resources needed to provide the services: disk space,
bandwidth, and CPU cycles.  In time you will be able to
buy and sell these tokens, turning Mojo your earn into
real dollars.

The distributed data service built on top of this
micropayment system provides a reliable and scaleable method
for peer to peer content distribution.  By building this
system on top of a distributed information market Mojo
Nation harnesses the methods and practices which keep the
real world running and apply these to a de-centralized
society of market agents competing to keep the system
operating efficiently.  In addition to using the internal
micropayment system to keep this economy running users can
also use it to leave a "tip" for a content publisher.

_Mojo Nation Solution_

_Result_

Enables users to directly pay content providers

Creators and distributors receive compensation for their work

Pays contributors of resources

You get credit for what you donate.

Distributes data among community members

Legal hassles are minimized

Provides general-purpose web-style publishing

Open access expands the market

Scales core technology for faster broadband connections
and higher-bitrate content.

Users share larger file sizes that Napster or Gnutella cannot
supply due to architectural weaknesses.


Go get it!

http://www.mad-scientist.com/

-----------------------------------------------------------




Science:
-----------------------------------------------------------

7th August 2000

_Vegetarians are more likely to have daughters_

VEGETARIAN mothers are more likely to give birth to girls,
according to research that backs the old wives' tale that
what a woman eats can affect the sex of her child.
It is believed to be the first study to show that cutting
out meat and fish can significantly affect the sex of the
baby.

Pauline Hudson, a pregnancy expert at the University of
Nottingham, analysed the impact of the growing number of
vegetarian women on the health of newborns.

She and co-researcher Rosemary Buckley were surprised to
find that diet had such a strong bearing on gender.
"It appears that vegetarians are more likely to have girls
than boys," Ms Hudson said in the *Practising Midwife*
journal. "This may well be a direct influence of their diet
although there appears to be no other research in this
area."

During 1998 the pair audited nearly 6,000 pregnant women at
City Hospital, Nottingham. One in twenty was vegetarian and
nearly all of them were white.

The national ratio of boys to girls at birth is a
consistent average of 106 boys to every 100 girls, which
was the same ratio they found for meat-eating mothers. For
vegetarians they found that they gave birth to 85 boys to
every 100 girls.

To check their research they added another six months of
data, and found the results were statistically significant.
The researchers said that they were perplexed by the cause
- the only other study showing how diet produces an effect
on gender found that high magnesium, potassium and calcium
levels will produce more boys.

There is no evidence, however, that vegetarian diets are
low in these elements.

Other reports have found that women who do not smoke before
and during pregnancy are more likely to give birth to boys.
The Nottingham study showed that vegetarians are less
likely to smoke - only a tenth did so as opposed to a
quarter of non-vegetarians.

"If diet is the factor that lowers the sex ratio in
vegetarians it would appear that this effect overrides the
effect of vegetarians' low smoking rate in pregnancy," Ms
Hudson said.

Last year a study from Bristol University found that
vegetarians were nearly five times as likely to give birth
to boys with a rare genital deformity.

At the time, scientists speculated that pesticides in
vegetables could be producing a synthetic form of the
female hormone oestrogen. Ms Hudson's report found that in
other ways vegetarianism was a mixed blessing for mothers.
They had a more healthy lifestyle and 80 per cent
breast-fed as opposed to under 60 per cent of meat-eaters.
They were less likely to have premature babies and had a
decreased risk of stillbirths or low birth weight babies.
However, they were more likely to be lacking in iron before
and after delivery and they were also less likely to have a
normal delivery. These differences were small. Ms Hudson
said: "This may warrant further investigation and perhaps
fathers' eating habits also need investigation."

------------------------------------------------------------





UK: Arts: Censorship:
---------------------------------------------------------

August 10th 2000

 An artist who took innocent photographs of her children for
 her paintings found herself at the centre of a child abuse
 investigation.

 Sara's paintings are in demand and the few exhibitions she
 has held have all sold out on opening night. Sadly, her art
 was the subject of child pornography claims which still
 haunt her, despite being cleared


_'Mummy, are we going to prison?'_


Sara is a successful artist. On a typical day, after
taking the children to school in the morning, she will
spend a few hours painting at her studio.

Her art is a passion but she has never allowed it to
interfere with her family, although her daughters, aged 10
and 11, often inspire her. She paints when her children are
at school and often works from photographs of them.
Her paintings are in demand and the few exhibitions she has
held have all sold out on opening night. Sara has chosen
not to spend endless days and nights painting and instead
fits it in around her children's timetable - they in turn
often provide the inspiration for her next painting. Highly
regarded for her still life paintings, she moved on to a
more figurative style incorporating the silhouettes of
children in early 1999, often taking inspiration from
photographs which she had taken of her own children.
In February this year Sara picked up her youngest daughter,
Emma, from school and on her way home stopped at the photo
lab where she regularly had her film professionally
developed.

When she handed over her docket she was told, coldly and in
front of other customers, that the police had been
contacted and that she should not leave until they arrived.
Two policemen appeared, accompanied by loud walkie talkies,
and asked questions of Sara and her daughter. Other
customers were still present. It was only when one of the
policemen asked Emma what her mother did and what she
painted that Sara began to understand what was happening:
that the police were suggesting that the photographs were
indecent.

Sara's main concern was the effect this was having on Emma,
who was confused and close to tears. Why was her mother
being questioned by two policemen? Sara was then instructed
to drive behind the police car to the nearest police
station where she would be questioned further.

Sara followed. "Mummy, what have we done?" Emma asked. "Are
we going to prison?" Sara knew immediately that she must
reassure her daughter by explaining that the police were
just doing their job by investigating anything that might
harm children.

She explained that they were, of course, mistaken in this
case but that it was nice to know that they would be there
so quickly if there were a real problem. Privately she
struggled to believe that she could be at the centre of an
inquiry into child abuse.

At the police station, Sara and Emma were told to wait
until a member of the child protection team arrived. After
ten minutes Sara was ushered into an interview room while
her daughter was told to wait alone in a grim adjoining
room. Why was she there and what was going to happen? she
asked the officer. "I can't say anything at this stage," he
replied.

Sara was told to return with her lawyer three days later
when, under caution, a taped interview would be conducted.
She collected her daughter, who was sitting alone, sucking
her thumb, and returned home in shock. The police kept the
photographs.

Over the next few days Sara tried to remember each one and
work out why they could have been found offensive.
She knew that the film had been in her camera for months
and that she had often taken pictures as the children
tumbled around at bathtime, or as they struck poses which
they would be eager to see reflected in one of their
mother's paintings.

When she did eventually see the photographs she realised
that they were regarded as offensive because the children
were not wearing any clothes. Each photograph had been
taken from a distance of at least two metres, most showed
the children curled up in a foetal position, some were
images of them jumping happily, their arms outstretched.
Not one, she was certain, could be described as
anatomically explicit.

Accompanied by her solicitor, Sara returned for her
interview three days later.

Even now she finds it painful to recall the hour she spent
answering intimate questions by two child protection
officers with tape recorders.

They went through the 36 pictures, describing each one for
the record and then asking questions.

"They would say: 'Child facing away in foetal position. Why
is the face hidden?' I told them that I don't do portraits,
it's the body positions that are important for the
paintings," Sara says.

"When they asked about the last picture I replied that it
was taken just after her bath, to which one officer said,
'What? Why after a bath?' I tried to explain that my photos
were a replacement for preparatory sketches for my
paintings, and that instead of painting a child in a cold
studio for hours, I took photographs. I felt as though my
replies were being misinterpreted deliberately, as though
they were trying to catch me out." Sara was told that a
decision on whether charges would be laid against her would
be made within five weeks. It was 12 weeks before she was
told that no charges would be brought.

During that time Sara felt worried about showing her
children affection in public. "I know it may sound strange
now, but I was afraid that when someone saw me kissing my
children hello and goodbye at the school gates that they
might think I was a criminal," she says.

Five months after the interview, a perfunctory letter
arrived from the police stating that the investigation into
allegations that she took, and had in her possession,
indecent photographs of children was now complete and that
no further action would be taken against her.

She can not dismiss it so easily.

"I am much calmer now but I was so angry about the way in
which it was handled," she says. "I wanted to scream out to
everyone and tell them what I was going through, but to
protect my children I had to stay silent.

"Why did my daughter have to be subjected to such an ordeal
by the people whose job it is to protect children from
fear?"

Many parents in Sara's situation would never dream of
discussing such a humiliating accusation as that of
deliberately taking indecent photographs of their own
children, but Sara has decided to tell her story because
she believes that such inquiries should be handled with
greater sensitivity.

"I felt they had decided I was guilty and treated me
as such right up to the day when charges were dropped,"
says Sara.

"Even their tone on the telephone was unfriendly when I
rang for updates on the situation, which was becoming
unbearable.

"All of this could have been avoided had they been assured
of my real psychological profile by a professional instead
of being guided by the hunches of a photolab employee."

Even a parent who knows they are innocent may be made to
feel somehow inadequate: this is an unavoidable consequence
of having parenting investigated by strangers.

Such cases leave a feeling of damage, of stigma which can
prevent an adult from discussing their feelings and
recovering quickly. Most families enjoy spontaneous
affection and develop their own ways of bonding. There are
no precise rules about what age children should be when
they no longer take a bath with a parent or siblings. The
NSPCC advises letting the child decide when he or she wants
privacy. Some eight year olds consider themselves too grown
up to climb into their parents' bed; for some 13 year olds
it is a comforting weekend tradition.

Is indecency in the eyes of the beholder? If so, who is to
say that the beholder is qualified to know the difference
between healthy, natural relationships between parents and
children and the apparently perverted? There have been many
cases where a disgruntled third party, a fired nanny for
example, has reported the most mundane of family habits in
language designed to shock the authorities into action. One
young father recounts how he never thought twice about taking
a bath with his young children until one day a social worker,
alerted by a former au pair, appeared at his front door to
investigate allegations of improper behaviour. He was so
shocked that even two years later he has difficulty being
spontaneous with his children.

At Sara's home there is a tangible feeling of love and
security and there is no outward sign of any lasting
ill-effects. Emma, she says, seems to have relegated the
memory to the distant past. But what about Sara? "When I
went to see my elder daughter in her school play I took
Emma. When she got bored and started hugging me and
climbing on to my lap I felt uncomfortable in front of the
other parents. So the fear is still there but I hope time
will heal," says Sara.

(Names have been changed to avoid embarrassment to the
parents and children involved.)
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Japan: Animation:
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July 2000

_Drawing on male fantasies_

THREE bikini-clad teenagers stare out suggestively from the
cover of Pinup Girls, an animated video that's being
snapped up for $90 a copy in a crowded electronics store.

But the bikinis aren't the big draw. The main selling point
is a smaller illustration of an animated character in more
erotic garb: a schoolgirl's uniform.

At the Laox electronics store, one of Japan's most popular
shopping haunts for appliances and children's toys, an
entire floor is devoted to animated child porn.

Customers browse through shelves of interactive CD-ROMs and
video cassettes that cast wide-eyed schoolgirls.

"The Best of Immoral Angel," proclaims one video, "Schoolwear
and Pink Inner's" advertises another, with shots of girls'
panties.

The pornography artists defend their work, saying the
animation explosion is serving a market, not creating it.


Situated in a leafy neighbourhood in suburban Tokyo, where
residents negotiate the narrow lanes on bicycles, Masanobu
Arakawa, animation co-ordinator at Imagin Co. Ltd, has a
nondescript studio looks like a typical Japanese home.
Inside the cramped premises, however, drawings are strewn
about and animators concentrate intently on their computer
screens, bringing their underage characters to life.

"I'm proud of my work." he says "It's just one particular
kind of animation."

Business has doubled in the past two years, and spawned
competitors across town, rival animation studio Arms Co.
Arms thinks it has a competitive edge for its Green Bunny
line of videos. It recruits female artists to draw the
schoolgirls.

One of the studio's star animators gives her name simply as
Rinshin. She recounts her years of apprenticeship, culminating
in her success as a creator of child porn. Rinshin, who
works a 2 p.m.-to-midnight shift, says she finds animation
artistically satisfying. Her most popular characters have
generated 16 profitable videos.

Animation has deep cultural roots in Japan, thanks to the
popularity of manga, an artistic form of cartooning that
foreigners often compare - unfairly - to comic books.

Manga is more cinematic than conventional cartoons, with
symbolic storylines. But in recent decades, some of it has
adopted a violent and forbidding texture.

It's not uncommon to see well-dressed male commuters
flipping through the animated books, lingering at nude
pictures or stylised violence. Fellow passengers don't
give it a second thought.

When lawmakers debated last year's anti-pornography bill,
they backed away from legislating any ban on the graphic
content of manga, after the opposition raised concerns
about freedom of speech. That loophole allows animated
videos to escape prosecution.

Countless pictures of real females wearing school uniforms
in provocative poses still grace the magazines and videos
sold in Tokyo's major stores.

"There's still a debate about animated videos, but it's
only a crime if it's a child actor," explains Koki
Kirihara, deputy director of community safety at the
National Police Agency's juvenile division.

He says police priority now is stamping out one of the
side effects of child pornography: underage prostitution.

Kirihara says Japan's schoolgirl obsession has spawned an
entire industry of chat lines, which recruit willing
young girls with leaflets posted at public telephones.

The ads invite girls to call toll-free numbers linking them
with paying customers for telephone sex - and sometimes a
face-to-face rendezvous.

Some surveys claim as many as one in four teenage girls has
contacted the services.

"The biggest cause of child prostitution in Japan is the
telephone clubs," says Kirihara.

In recent years, the Japanese media have chronicled the
growing phenomenon of enjo-kosai, which translates as an
arranged date or supportive relationship. It's a euphemism
for older men paying teenagers for companionship that
sometimes leads to sex in so-called love hotels, where beds
rent by the hour.

Enjo-kosai has become "fashionable among certain young
girls," says Mayumi Moriyama, a crusading politician who
worked for two years to get child pornography banned.

She hoped the legislation would create a "revolutionary
change in the minds of the Japanese people ... raising
public consciousness."

But the new legal restrictions have done little to temper
male appetites.

At a host of clubs, adult prostitutes dress up in school
uniforms so customers can undress them.

The so-called image clubs charge more than $200 an hour for
entry into mock classrooms set up for detailed role-playing.

Sociologist Yuko Kawanishi says Japanese men are an easy
target for shrewd marketing by animation pornographers.

The obsession with girls "tells you a lot about the taste
of Japanese men," says Kawanishi, who teaches at the Tokyo
campus of Temple University.

She says many Japanese men remain so attached to their
mothers that they have difficulty outgrowing a "strong
mother complex," leaving them uncomfortable relating to
modern women on a sexual basis.

------------------------------------------------------------
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_A frenzied surge of the pen_

[ New biography of writer Marcel Proust ]

[...] Proust's exquisite narrator, who dips his madeleine in
a cup of tea and has lovely involuntary memories, has always
been a favourite with English readers. For some reason, his
foibles are forgotten. He grabs strange women in the
street, fondles shop assistants and tempts them into
brothels, and has sex with 14 young girls "in a single
season" while nursing his delicate constitution. "Beauty
seemed to give consent," he explains. All Proust fans know
the scene in which he longs for his mother's goodnight kiss.
But how many remember the scene in which the Head of the
Paris Surete warns him to stop paying little girls to sit
on his lap? Compared to this paedophile Casanova, the lover
of Nabokov's Lolita is a model citizen. In the last volume,
the ageing narrator decides to write the novel we have just
been reading. He also arranges to borrow his former
girlfriend's young daughter for some "amorous dalliance".
The circle is complete. The past will be regained by a work
of art, while the author "makes up for lost time" in other
ways. [...]

-----------------------------------------------------------




Academic note:
-----------------------------------------------------------

C. Kravanga.
Bring on the little Japanese girls!: Nobuyoshi Ariki in the West.
_Third Text_, 48, Autumn 1999.  pp. 65-70.
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'endlestar' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Oh gosh. where to begin? this is my first post and of
course i have no idea how to put any of this into words...
my love for little girls is the most intense it's ever
been, and i'm sure you know what i mean... it is so
powerful because the energy is so pure; the object of
affection so infinitely beautiful...

although i have moments of relative pleasure and contentment,
more often than not i am in profound anguish because
i live in an artificial society of brainwashed hypocritical
slaves who would prefer to ignore the truth in favor of
a twisted sense of fear-based morality. it is so very
bad. many people who i would otherwise consider wise and
sensitive seem to have no conception of what it means to
love children passionately.

before i continue, i'd like to say how much i value this
community... this electronic web is such a magnificent
gift to us, misunderstood lovers and social outcasts,
who are continuously abused and left to rot by our fellow
humans -- we who have so much to offer our society! if only
we could be free to play and love children, the world
would be transformed.. but fear and separation are the
rules of the game and those in control will do all they
can to make sure things remain dishonest and disagreeable.

i try to be hopeful and consider that humanity may awaken
before too long. we are wasting glorious possibilities.
but sooner or later love will prove un-ignorably obvious in
its simple perfection.

yes, there is something romantic about being a
misunderstood outcast, but the endless loneliness takes
so much of the sweetness away...

the saddest part, though, is for the children, being force-
fed propaganda and fear-based sensibilities -- poor little
creatures being abused by absurd neurotic adults who should
have no right to inflict their distortions upon innocent
angels.

i have lots more to say and lots of questions to ask, but
i will end this letter here to keep things relatively sane.

god bless you all and may love glow brightly...

'endlestar'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Ex Astris' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Greetings, my GL'ing bretheren. Good news from where I call home. Recently I
got a letter from an ex-co-worker that I haven't seen in about 8 months. She
has grown up with nothing but one problem after another (partially due to a
dysfunctional family, and the way she's chosen to live). But we had become
good friends and I was the only one she could really talk her issues out
with. When we worked together about a year and a half ago she had asked me
if I would raise her daughter if anything ever happened to her. After some
deep consideration ;) I agreed. Though the girls' father / Jenny's current
boyfriend at the time was abusive, I never really thought she was serious
about me raising Chelsy. But when she reinitiated contact by snail-mail, she
sent me an updated photo, thanking me again for my taking on the
responsibility of Godfatherhood. Chelsy, by the way, just turned 2 this summer.
I've been showing her pic all around, and all my friends think she's so
cute! Sorry I hadn't mentioned this before, but due to one brain-fart or
another I actually forgot about my 'obligation!'

--

To 'Pikachu:' I'd like to agree with 'Easy Rider' in that in my experience,
you can very rarely ever 'go home again.' I tried with Debbie after 14yrs of
separation & it turned out to be a total flop. And I had made the mistake of
centering my entire life around plans of reunification. Now I have been in
the living hell of the last year of restructuring my whole psyche not to
revolve around her/us. It like trying to re-engineer a go-cart into a
full-size pickup truck. It was like I read my own words when 'Easy Rider'
said "It was sad to wake up from the delusion that she had moved on with her
life while I had taken years to get over what happened. I had lived in a
fantasy world." Despite the fact that my dreams and ambitions regarding 'us'
had been based around vows both of us had taken, I realize now that it was
unrealistic for me to expect anyone to hold up to such standards. I guess
(trying not to sound egotistical) that I am a rare exception. But I do hope
the best for you, that it does not turn out to be a pipe-dream as my life
plans have. I agree with 'Redbeard' in saying "It will not have a happy
ending if you just sit around doing nothing. If you really love her, act
boldly & decisively. Do not make assumptions that things will go on like
this - that you have forever." I grew up with the solid belief that Debbie &
I were born for each other, that we were destined to be together. Therefore
whenever I put off or chickened out on actively searching for her during our
teenage years, I excused it by telling myself that we were destined for
each other & we had all the time in the world. Then last year, when I finally
got up the gumption to track her down, she already had a fiancee'. Not trying
to 'rain on your party' here, my friend. Just trying to brace you for a
potentially emotional detrimental impact.

--

To 'DD:' About your "friend" who dissed GL's, then went on about the
attributes of 13yr old. Sounds to me like his little tirade was no more than
a subconscious externally projected self-attack due to societal conditioning
placed on the way he views his own desires. That's why people go off 'for no
good reason' & 'decide to kill' a gay person.

--

To 'Easy Rider:' I completely agree that people who treat their children in
the manner you described have no right to child custody or even their love &
attention. I see a direct parallel to the parents & one grandmother in my
apartment complex. They spew pure hatred & vile language, screaming a the
top of their lungs at the children who they feel their trying to correct
the behaviour of. When in fact their implanting a template of self-directed
hatred and emotional self-abuse that will follow them into adulthood. This
in turn so warps their self-image that they are extremely lucky not to have
a perpetually miserable existence and pass the same effect on to their
children. And it is these people who attack me (as being one of 'us') for
being evil. When in fact I am kind to their children & am FAR more
effective in correcting them then they themselves are. Yes friends, we live
in an ass-backwards world.

I'm glad you found my words to be of some comfort, 'Dreamer.' I exhort you to
be cautious (which I'm sure you're already aware of), but hope that you can
find a trustworthy confidante some day.

'Till next we meet, safe journeys, space-fans.

'Ex Astris'
---------------------------------------------------------------------------





'Tsarevitch' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from the United Country of Hypocrites that brought you Kate Moss;
Abercrombie and Fitch catalogues; and page length photos of little boys in
revealing Calvin Klein underwear!

--

Now about this former 'child-bride' turned starlet ...

'Pikachu' wrote:
>1) . . . should I approach her or should I leave well enough alone? >2) . . .
>our history? 3) How should I break it to her?  When she was 7, >she made my
>outgoing announcement for my answering machine.

**Proceed with caution!  Even though charges have not been brought up in the
past, remember that there have been "sexual abuse" cases brought up decades
after they occur.**

You have two choices if you want to approach her!

A.  Approach her as if she forgotten the ordeal - the remember me, your next
door neighbor/pal ...  but editing out the relationship part between you
two, ('til she brings it up, if she does remember...)

Or

B.  Throw yourself at her mercy and try to build your own personal version of
South Africa's Court of Reconciliation with pleas of forgiveness.  3 possible
outcomes:

i.  If she was brainwashed:  She would either forgive you or virtually impale
you and display you on a wide variety of media as her evil child molesting
villain life influence.

Or

ii. She never fell for that "wicked monster exploited your innocence" spiel.
Then your plea, though not necessary, would just earn you brownie points, if
you are sincere enough.

4) How, where, and under what pretext should I (re)meet her?

Via Yahoo etc web mail or regular mail with a safe "how are you doing"
message.  Then a wouldn't it be nice to meet at a BUSY coffee spot to
catch up, using the above mentioned advice, or not using ...

By the way: Is it shameless of me to ask for a namedropping?  (HintHint!)

--

'DD'wrote:
>One girl in particular, a topless 13 yo seems to have made quite an
>impression on him, as he told me how he struck up a conversation with >her
>and is convinced that had he not been with his wife, he could have >got off
>with her.  He spoke in detail about her physical attributes and >says he has
>photo's of her.  What a bloody hypocrite.  But it does bring >a wry smile to
>my lips the more I think about it.

If he is a 'close' friend, how about a little reverse psychology propaganda
campaign.  Without revealing any of your 'tendencies' or 'feelings,' start a
heavy but private insult campaign against your "friend."  Keep reminding him
of his "pedophiliac" tendencies by bringing up his own story via his own
descriptive, explicit wording (when no one else is around)!

Either he'll lighten up against paedophiles or just suffer privately from the
humiliating obvious nature of his hypocrisy.

'Tsarevitch'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

Not much happening here. One of my little girlfriends
in my neighbourhood's parents have split and she is
living with her mother across town, so now I only get
to see her when she visits her father. I have acquired
a bit of a name for myself around here, unfortunately,
not every parent thinks highly of it and finds me
trustworthy enough to spend time with their daughters.
Fortunately, I wasn't very close with those girls.

In response to 'moon god''s last post. I wouldn't think
relying to heavily on Freud's theories would add much
credibility to a scientific work. Although his work is
important for the other works it inspired and/or made
possible, it is pretty outdated, except for those of
the psychoanalytic schools of thought. Even they have
altered most of his theories. I've found with enough
work, it possible prove anything. Especially if you
want it enough.

--

To Pichachu : I would start by e-mailing her once, but
be straight from the beginning about who you are. Leave
it up to her to initiate any potential relationship.

'Rasputin's Dog'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'True' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

True here.

i've been off line for awhile,
thanks for the replies to my questions.
my "perfect" age range is 9-11
i guess by the system given awhile back
it would be :::D+

every girl develops in her own way though.
one other thing... are there any women here that are reg's???

PLEEEASE talk to me if you are.
i'm dying to talk to a female GL-L
PLEASE RESPOND.

any way, i work in a retail store, the other day a women and a 9 yr old
came in to buy ice-cream. they bought 5 giant "freeze pops" ((i hope
UK people know what they are)) they're long frozen flavoured, iced
"cool-aid" about 18 inches long. the nine yr. old was wearing a flimsy
sun dress. as she lifted the freeze pops up to the counter they caught
her dress and lifted it up to expose her, skin tight, tiny, perfect
little knickers. they were white with pink flowers and pink lace. the
outline of her "holy of holy's" was clearly visible for 7 seconds or so.

yes it was a turn on.
but it was more then that.
it was.....
just beautiful. in a non-sexual way.
the female form, child or adult,
is something I... worship...

this may not make sense to any of you
but that's how i feel.

'True'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'albertRoss' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

well now..

this mostly just to explain my disappearance, and to pass on
one of my more obscure anecdotes..

a few months ago i was reading one of ns aristoff's
(alessandra's smile) compilations - it was called
'confessions of a something or other', set in Victorian
London, and i found it interesting to note that, back then,
'gay' was the default term for someone who took money for
sex.

that got me thinking..

i'm proud to label myself paedophile - as a (cunning)
linguist, it means, to me, exactly what i want it to mean -
someone who loves short people.  but, as has been pointed
out so often, in today's context, it has come to mean so
much more, and none of that at all pleasant or loving.

i also envy the homosexual community their appropriation of
the word gay.  it's a happy word, and nastiness seems to run
off it 'like water from a duck's back'.  it would be
difficult, i think, for anyone to mess with it's meaning.

i think we need a word like that.  it might help.

right, said albert to himself - if they are gay, then what
am i?

delighted, of course.

this seemed such a wonderful idea that i spent a whole month
or so inventing marvellously clever dialogues in which i
could deliver my new multiple-entendre, and in which i got
to explain why being a paedophile is such a delightful
thing.

the real-life opportunity didn't present itself until about
a month ago, and it was not quite the context i had
anticipated.

a good friend of mine, whom i'd not seen in a few years,
found his way back into my life, and we took a trip out on
the town to catch up on our relative life histories.  he's a
bit older than me, so i let him get started first..

to cut an interesting story short - the punchline was "i'm
gay"

"i'm delighted!"

oops...

still, it was a wonderful hug, there have been many more
since, and the sequel (and definitely news to me) is mine:
i'm bisexual.

imagine my surprise..

so these days, if anyone asks my orientation, i tell them
i'm a tricycle.  they still don't get it, but it keeps me
amused.

and that is why i've been so far out of touch.

toward delight,

'albertRoss'

ps - who is/was alessandra anyway, apart from a bookseller?

and can anyone explain all the pseudonym's Clare Quilty invented
for himself while chasing Humbert and lo across the country?

right, and what happened to the news clippings?  has the Canadian
supreme court managed to reach a decision on the Sharpe case?
------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Sounds like you need a copy of 'The Annotated Lolita'
   for the second one. ]




'Dalderious' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote:
> These days it is getting harder to even get a smile
> out of them. I was on the bus the other day admiring
> a beautiful girl when her mother who was sitting
> next to her started whispering things in her ear.
> Then the glances my way started. I wonder what they
> discussed. I would like to have gotten a return
> smile but alas no smile came.

After much evaluation using the latest scientific
methodologies, I have come up with the following.

There are two types of lgs to smile at, and two types
of smiling. The two types of lgs, are girls that live
in your neighbourhood, whose families know of you, or
know families that know of you - and those girls
outside of your neighbourhood whom you generally see
teasing you (albeit unknowingly) as you walk down the
city streets.

There are two types of smiles. One is the direct smile
aimed and intended to make a young girl happy. The
other is a smile that beams of gayety and forces
others to either wonder what a weirdo you are, or fill
themselves with mirth, and ultimately smile as well.

Let's get one thing straight. I always smile at girls
under the age (about) 10. They almost always smile
back.

The other day I left the office and began to drive
home, when I realized that I had forgotten something.
So, I parked in a nearby lot, and noticed a fine
looking lg, with a mother and sibling, putting money
into the parking meter. Well, on my way back out, I
noticed, from a window in the stairwell, they were
walking slowly. So, I ran as fast I could to be in the
right place at the right time.

The Little Girl herself, must have shined on me just
then, as the timing could not have been better. I was
happy, and I let the girl see that. Now to get
technical, I did not smile at her, I merely let her
see my smile by looking at her when I was smiling. I
do believe there is a slight difference that is
extremely important. Well, she smiled right back at
me. I was *so* happy. A beautiful lg, a beautiful
smile, what more could a paedophile want? (That's a
rhetorical question... <g>) Well, needless to say the
mother was caught off guard. She faked a smile at me
and said hello. I do believe that had I intently
smiled at the girl, things would have been quite
different.

Just today, I was riding a bicycle in an area known
(to me alone) for its beautiful inhabitants. This area
is right were I live, so everyone knows (of) me. Well,
as I was 'making my rounds', I noticed a young lg riding
her bicycle all alone. So, every time I passed her I
smiled, and stared at her. Again, I just let her see
my smile. On my final round, as I was heading home,
she smiled right back! That caught *me* off guard, and
made me very happy. Until next time, fair maiden.

Now, there are those girls in which I do know the
family. In that case, I actually try to make them
smile. It almost always works, and the family thinks
nothing of it. They just assume that I am entertaining
their child. If they only knew that I was a
paedophile, they'd shun my every attempt. Quite a
twist on "Ignorance is bliss". :-)

Don't give up hope. Girls *do* smile back, and those
nasty parents can't do a thing about it, when you do
it right. Unless your one of those deviants who likes
girls *over* ten... :-)

--

On another note. I just watched "Dreamchild". A story
purportedly about the Charles Dodgson/Alice Pleasance
Liddell relationship. If you ignore the movie's
glaring inaccuracies and downright historical fiction,
you may enjoy the girl who plays Alice. I loved it
when she spoke, and when she laughed, it makes it all
worth it. Ian Holmes, who plays Dodgson, doesn't seem
to fit the part well physically, as Dodgson was tall
and thin, while Holmes is short and not thin, or so it
appeared to me, but to see him hide near the Deanery
window when Alice was singing, and to see him stare at
Alice, was absolutely memorable. It would've brought a
tear to my eye, had I any tears left. I would
recommend it to any paedophile who doesn't mind its
blatant falsities.

--

Finally, and this may not belong on this list. This is
particularly pointed at the male version of the
species, though the ex-lgs are welcome to respond as
well.

I find it intriguing. I have been looking, or more
rightly, ogling (sp?) lgs in catalogs. The 80's seem
to be the peak, but the more recent catalogs have a
fine assortment of today's beauties as well.

Well, the interesting part is, after staring at all
these clothes, well, I am tempted to buy some myself
(extra large of course) to, well, wear. I believe this
is known as cross-dressing. I have this urge to buy,
wear, and ogle. I find the whole idea repulsive yet
intriguing. Repulsive out of years of assuming.
Intriguing out of, well, I don't know. Has anyone here
felt the same, or actually gone down these roads? Is
this appropriate for this list?

 [ Check this: http://www.girltalk.demon.co.uk
   It's for lg cross-dressing men. ]

--

Oh, and I've decided. Whichever idiot said "It's
better to have loved and left than ever to have loved
at all", never knew true love. <ignorance> Any love
that breaks up was ultimately not true
love. </ignorance>  When love doesn't break up, but is
broken up by a third party, can still be true love.
Ah, but generally only a paedophile could know that.

Well, times up.

'Dalderious', the self-pitying paedophile, is signing off.
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'Redbeard' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

To - Easy Rider

Thank you for your kind message.  I have heard nothing since I last wrote.
I pondered what you said, and in a particularly low point, I went for a long
walk, and resolved to write once more to the mother, inviting her over and
offering to pay for the tickets across the sea (for I live on an island) and
to meet her in London.  No commitment, except for us all to have a fun time
for a few days, rather than continually moping at home.  I doubt it will
come to anything, but as you say, hope is everything.

I did exactly what you said 4 years ago.  I took the car on the ferry, and
drove all the way there, carrying in the boot a miniature box garden of
herbs I planted, because the mother loves natural things.  The mother told
me to go home again.  By good fortune the daughter, then aged 13, was just
being handed over by her father, so she came over to me and gave me a long
hug, and I took her photograph, then she looked anxiously behind her at her
parents, and so we said goodbye.

I fear doing the same again, and would much prefer it if I had the mother's
blessing and invitation, or at least an invitation from someone which would
show that she was ready and able to see me.  I do not wish to force myself
on her, especially if this creates problems for her at home.  After all, if
all goes best, I will one day become her husband, and will have to keep up a
good relationship with my parents-in-law until I die (assuming I am first,
since I am older than both her parents).

My own country is becoming almost Nazi (no, not almost!) in its approach to
undesirables.  Already people merely suspected, on heresay, of paedophilia and
asylum seekers escaping Yugoslavia have been attacked by angry mobs and
hounded from their homes, Krystallnacht-style, whipped up by newspaper
incitement campaigns, which the authorities turn a blind eye to.  It is very
worrying in a country the world had always believed stood for freedom,
justice and fair play.  By writing to this site and admitting my interest in
this little girl, I risk becoming myself a refugee, exiled from the country
I love, and I am an Englishman for God's sake!

I imagine and actually hope that there are undercover child protection
officers reading these postings (Hello, Spike!).  They will learn far more
here than in any American sociology textbook. Unlike the ignorant hooligans
who cover their children with placards and teach them to chant "hang the
paedos", they must understand that child rapists and murderers are a small,
dangerous minority, who of course should be locked up.  The rest of us match
our genuine and passionate concern for the welfare of children with our
attraction and affection for them.  In sane minds (and by far most of us are
all too sane), the two cannot be separated.   It is terribly frustrating.
We all hope and pray that enough adult women keep the spark of the child
within them, rather than feeling peer-pressured at a certain age to become
horrid, fashionable and ugly, so that we can together enjoy our sexual
energies with them, and harness our feelings towards children to bring them
joy and happiness and laughter and fond memories of that funny man.  At the
moment, when grown women feel it virtuous to be horrid to men, these men
crawl alone depressed into a corner and are no good to anybody. It is a
shame that one side-effect of this anti-paedophile and feminist anti-men
campaign is that few are volunteering any longer to run voluntary youth
groups such as the scouts and the guides, in case their motives are
challenged.

Finally, here is another role model I fail to see mentioned on these pages.
Robert Schumann, the 19th century German composer, met his future wife,
Clara, when she was 11 and he was nearing 30.  She was his pupil, and went
on to become a brilliant concert pianist in her own right.  Her parents
forbade the union and this barrier was instrumental in the breakdown of his
health - he suffered from chronic depression thereafter.  They wed a few
days after he won a lengthy court battle for permission, but by that time
she was 21 and no longer needed her parents' consent anyway.  At 11, she was
lively and quite lovely. She went on to become one of the most beautiful
women who have ever lived, and towards the end of his life, she became
more famous and more accomplished than he was, and close friends with
quite a few composers of that period - I think Johannes Brahms was
particularly close to the Schumanns.  I mention this because there is
more than a passing resemblance between Clara Schumann and the girl I
wrote of earlier.  Had I had the time to spend with her, as he did, she
too could have become an exceptionally fulfilled young woman by now.

'Redbeard'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ I have heard that the composer Brucker was also a girl-lover,
     though it was always "loving from afar", exchanging presents
     and letters mainly.  Does anyone know more? ]




'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Goodday All!

I was away on holidays recently, and shopping at a major shopping mall in a
major metropolitan area when I spied a very interesting shop.  I do not
remember the exact name of it, but it was something along the lines of "La
Senza Kids" or something like that.  Now for those of you who don't shop
round here, La Senza is a big lingerie shop for women, so this was basically
"lingerie for lg's" if you can imagine that ;)  Just another piece of
evidence for Lloyd's case.

   [ Sounds cool. We vote *you* be the person to go in there, get their
     catalog, scan it and post it to abpc!  ;) ]

A while a go someone on the list mentioned that they had seen a former love
in nude pictures on the internet, and their reaction thereto.  I had the
opposite experience.  While on holiday, I met a young lady (about early
twenties now) who's pictures are on the internet.  She has no regrets, and
she said that she had enjoyed making the pictures (never anything explicit,
just nudes in the same style as David Hamilton basically).

--

I was also deeply saddened to hear of the hysteria in the UK.  I can sort of
understand it, as I'm sure others who are parents here can.  Remember that
to most people, there is no difference between us and the sick individual
who killed that little girl.  Remember as well that parents will do
absolutely anything to protect their children from harm, sometimes going too
far, as we have seen (as in not allowing their children the freedom to be
children, etc).  So in that light, it is understandable, albeit sad.

Well, I must go now.

'Yuri'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'Sihme' writes :
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Moongod' wrote:
>For example, as you know, female humans have
>two X chromosomes, one from the father (let's call it FX),
>one from the mother (call it MX).  She claims geneticists
>have found that in different cells, or tissues, of the
>female body, either MX is turned on, or FX is turned on.
>The other one is turned off.  Thus, a girl's body is like a
>chimera.  If the same sort of thing is true for other pairs
>of chromosomes, a matter that she does not go into, I am
>baffled as to how it would work with the male body, with its
>X and Y chromosomes.  Would both of these be turned on,
>unlike with other chromosome pairs?  Help!  Is there a
>geneticist in the house???!!!

Well, not quite a geneticist... but... during an early stage of
development, the cells of the female body, which, as we
know have two X chromosomes decide to switch one of
those chromosomes off.  Exactly which one is switched off
is different depending on the cell.  The 'on' X chromosome
is called the active X, and the 'off' is called the inactive X.
This decision is made when there are only tens of cells in the
body, and every cell which is created from those initial
cells shares the configuration of this parent.  A good example
of this is in the Calico cat.  These cats have spots where they
are ginger or white, and large black patches.  This is because
the genes which code for the colour of the coat are carried on
the X chromosome.  One of the X chromosomes, therefore,
has the genes for a ginger coat, and the other for a black one.
Depending on which one is the active X, the colour of the coat
on that part of the animal will be either ginger or black.
This can only occur in female cats, because it requires two X
chromosomes.

As for the lady's theory of women being a 'chimera' due to this -
well, in some ways.  I don't know what other genes are carried
on the X chromosome which, for instance, may influence
personality.  But indeed, it is likely that part of a woman's brain
will be "FX" and part "MX".  So who knows.

Men, on the other hand, have only one X chromosome, and that
is active in every cell.  The Y chromosome is also 'on'.  So we're
no chimera in that sense.  But I suppose we do have more
genetic material which can actually be expressed per cell.  Which
is why I find the claim that women have more genes because their
second X chromosome is bigger than our Y to be ludicrous.

Nevertheless, don't take my word for it.  I haven't touched this
kind of genetics in years.  You'll find it in any basic textbook
dealing with genetics though.

Maybe a search on the web?

Here we go :

http://people.we.mediaone.net/cguze/442lecture9.html

Anyhow, I guess since I'm writing now I may as well contribute
details of what's going on in my personal life - I've kept my current
girlfriend for over a year now.  Things are going well!  I have managed
to broaden myself, very satisfyingly, to an appreciation of women of
a rather large age range!  Let's say, 0-45??  It's just got to do with
how you look at things.

--

A strange twist of fate has occurred!  Circumstances have been such
that I've had to move back in with my family for a short time, while
the construction of my future residence is completed.  Such a chore,
I thought.  Then, even worse, I'm told that I must sleep in the
granny-flat for a week (next week) as there will be visitors!  But upon
enquiring as to the identity of these visitors, I find that it's a lady and
her NINE YEAR OLD DAUGHTER!!.  You should have seen how straight
I kept my face on hearing this news, when inside, I was bursting with
glee and anticipation.

However, I've never met these people before, so I'm just going to
have to pray that she's a) nice; b) pretty.

I'll write back to tell you all about it.

Cheers

'Sihme'.

PS - I still read all the posts.
-------------------------------------------------------------





--
ASGL-L

